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Wednesday, 9 April 1986
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds) took the chair at 11.5 a.m. and read the
prayer.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the House that the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services is the Minister responsible for Operation Highmark and will be absent from time
to time during the sitting of the House today.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

AUSTRALIAN-GREEK MEDIA CO-OPERATIVE
Mr PESCOTT (Bennettswood)-Will the Minister for Ethnic Affairs inform the House
of what he knows about the Australian-Greek media co-operative, which publishes the
n~wsp?per New Directions, and will he inform the House wheth~r he and the Ethnic
Affairs Commission approve of the activities of the co-operative?
Mr SPYKER (Minister for Ethnic Affairs)-I am not aware of exactly what the
honourable member means. That organization, like many others, requested funding from
the Ethnic Affairs Commission, but the commission, due to lack of funds, has not been
able to fund the co-operative.

PRODUCTIVITY OF GOVERNMENT AGENCIES
Mr McNAMARA (Benalla)-In the absence of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, I ask the Treasurer: in view of the widespread concern about the Government's
plans to cut back police numbers, will the Treasurer assure the House that he will now
review the Government's stand and give vigorous support to the Chief Commissioner of
Police in actively opposing the application of the 1 per cent productivity directive?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-There is no plan to cut police numbers. The Government is
concerned that all departments should be run efficiently and effectively, and it has been
endeavouring to achieve that right across the board.
It is quite amazing that, as soon as the Government indicates its preparedness to ensure
that there are productivity increases in the Public Service and to reduce expenditure,
members of the Opposition squeal; and the honourable member for Benalla is one of those
who berate the Government for not restraining expenditure.

The Government has put into place in the 1985-86 Budget initiatives that require a 1
per cent productivity improvement across the public sector so that services are delivered
at a lower cost to the people of Victoria. The alternative to that approach is higher taxes.
The Liberal Party and the National Party say they are opposed to higher taxes; they
make representations for reduced taxes. At the same time they say that there should be an
increase in expenditure and that there should be no deficit. Obviously they are poor
magicians because it is impossible to achieve what they suggest.
The Government has been able to deliver leaner government. It has introduced a 1 per
cent productivity gain and in 1986-87 it will deliver a further 1·5 per cent improvement
in productivity in the public sector, so that Victorians will receive more value for their
Government expenditure dollar.
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The furphies about cutting police numbers should be obliterated from the minds of
honourable members because there is no plan by the Government to do so. The
Government plans to ensure that we continue to restrain expenditure across the area of
the Public Service so that there is no fat in the system.

EFFICIENCY WITHIN GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS
Mrs SETCHES (Ringwood)-Can the Premier give details of the steps being taken by
the Government to improve efficiency within Government departments?
The SPEAKER-Order! It is necessary for me to point out to the House that questions
of such broad ambit invite particularly long answers, and that to some extent destroys the
value of the time for questions without notice.
I shall accept the question but I advise the House that, in future, questions without
notice, according to precedent and the Standing Orders, should be specific.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I shall endeavour to be brief. It is well known to honourable
members that for the first time, as the Treasurer said, this Government has introduced a
requirement that all departments should achieve productivity savings. The word
"productivity" means just that-productivity.
The concern expressed by the honourable member for Benalla about bits of paper that
might flow through agencies and departments is something I expect; it is nothing new; it
is not the first time it has happened. I expect those bits of paper will raise the soft options
and the politically sensitive areas with one object in mind; they will raise suggestions of
reduced services. What these targets do is say that there has to be recognition that new
technology, new systems and better management, if properly put in place, mean savings.
I know that managers will find it difficult to achieve savings, and they will often resist
the attempts. I place on record that the Government is not going to cop the soft options
managers put on bits of paper or anywhere else. The Treasurer, every Minister and I are
determined that productivity will mean what that word says: departments are required to
deliver more effectively and more efficiently. Productivity does not necessarily mean cuts
in services; it means more efficient delivery of services, and that is what the Government
is going to achieve, whether it is in the Police Department or anywhere else.
The honourable member for Benalla can continue to trot out all the pieces of paper he
likes because they mean nothing. The decisions that will be made in the next four or five
months will ensure that a saving of 1·5 per cent is attained so far as possible in every
agency.

AUSTRALIAN-GREEK MEDIA CO-OPERATIVE
Mr PESCOTT (Bennettswood)-I refer the Minister for Labour to the gifts and loans
totalling $166 000 which were given by his department to the Australian-Greek media cooperative and ask: was the Minister aware that the honourable member for Richmond is
a member of that co-operative; that the electorate officer of the honourable member for
Richmond is secretary and spokesman of that co-operative; and that, at the time of the
giving of the money, the wife and the father of the Ministerial adviser to the Minister for
Ethnic Affairs were members of the co-operative?
Mr CRABB (Minister for Labour)-I am surprised that the honourable member for
Bennettswood has not discovered that there are a lot of Greeks living in Richmond.
Mr Heffernan-Freeloaders.
Mr CRABB-It is interesting to hear from the honourable member for Ivanhoe that
the Greeks are freeloaders. I am sure the people in his electorate with Greek parentage will
be delighted to hear about his racist opinions being spewed across the floor of the House.
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It should not be a surprise to anyone that the honourable member for Richmond is by
birth a Greek, has close contacts with the Greek community, and maintains and serves
that community well.
The Australian-Greek media co-operative was funded by the former Department of
Employment and Industrial Affairs as part of the co-operative development program that
was commenced by a former Liberal Minister and former member for St Kilda, the
Honourable Brian Dixon, who agreed to the funding of a number of co-operatives in the
St Kilda electorate. I shall detail those co-operatives for the honourable member for
Bennettswood if he cares to ask about them at a future date.
The program is innovative and helps to produce a bilingual newspaper which is written
in both Greek and English and which concentrates on the activities that occur in Australia
that are of interest to the Greek community. The program has considerable potential for
developing further employment opportunities in that area, as have other co-operative
programs that have been developed in the past. I should have thought members of the
Opposition would have been supportive of attempts made by the Government to pursue
that program, which was commenced by the former Liberal Government, to develop cooperatives in various areas that are likely to increase employment opportunities.

BASS STRAIT GAS DISCOVERY
Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)-l refer the House to the reply of the Minister for
Industry, Technology and Resources to a question without notice yesterday in which he
indicated that the "Kipper One" well in Bass Strait had an estimated gas reserve of 1·5
trillion cubic feet. Has the Minister's attention been drawn to a statement by a spokesman
for Esso Australia Ltd that that company has no knowledge of the extent of the gas reserve?
The spokesman is quoted as having said, "We simply do not know." If that is the case,
has the Minister misled the House and more importantly has he misled the investing
public of Victoria?
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-Not at all. If the
honourable member for Gippsland East would like a departmental briefing on the matter
or an opportunity of discussing it with officers of Esso Australia Ltd or others involved in
the development, I am sure I shall be able to facilitate that.
In a media release that I put out and in the statement that I made to the House, I
pointed out that my department had advised me that the estimated gas reserve was 1·5
trillion cubic feet. I stand by that statement and am confident that, when the exploration
phase is finally completed, even more gas will be found through this marvellous initiative.
I can understand the reticence of the spokesman for Esso Australia Ltd who was quoted
in one of the newspapers. The development is significant. From the point of view of the
public and from my point of view, the development will be seen as a further important
arm of economic development in this State in future.

WORKCARE INJURY REGISTER
Mr SEITZ (Keilor)-Can the Treasurer advise the House whether employers have an
obligation under the WorkCare program to maintain an injury register?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-It is true that under the Accident Compensation Act employers
are required to maintain a register of injuries. It is important that a record of permanent
injuries in the workplace is kept. A campaign has been started by certain organizations in
which they suggest that it is necessary for employers to purchase a properly prepared
booklet to fulfil their obligations under the Act. That is not the case.
Employers are entitled to keep the register in a loose-leaf notebook or in a school
exercise book. There is no imposition on the employers to use any other type of register.
Any honourable member who has been approached by individuals who have expressed
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concern about having to outlay $10 or more for such a record should completely disregard
that proposition and point out to the employers that no such obligation exists to buy this
specially prepared booklet.
The only obligation is to ensure that there is a register of injuries and all honourable
members should ensure that employers are not stampeded into buying these publications
circulated throughout Victoria.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST OF HONOURABLE MEMHER FOR
RICHMOND
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I refer the Premier to the Constitution Act
1975 and, in particular, to section 55 (a) which states:
If any member of the Council or the Assembly-either directly or indirectly becomes concerned or interested
in any bargain or contract entered into by or on behalf of Her Majesty in right of the State of Victoria; his seat
shall thereupon become vacant.

Will the Premier now take the necessary steps to institute the provisions of the Constitution
Act in relation to the involvement of the honourable member for Richmond in the
Australian-Greek media co-operative and ensure that the seat of Richmond is declared
vacant?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I recall that section of the Constitution Act being brought to the
notice of honourable members in respect of an inadvertent breach by some honourable
members some years ago. As I recall, a number of members were involved on both sides
of the House. I have not given the matter any attention since that time and from what I
have heard this morning I do not see why I should be giving the matter any attention
today. I know no more than what has been asserted today in a vague way with a number
of innuendoes attached. If the Leader of the Opposition has any complaint I would expect
that he would properly present the matter in a formal way so that it can be considered.

COST OF TWO OPPOSITION PARTIES
Mr SIMPSON (Niddrie)-Can the Treasurer provide the House with details of the
cost to taxpayers necessary to maintain two opposition parties in Victoria?
The SPEAKER-Order! Frivolous questions are out of order. I call the honourable
member for Niddrie to rephrase his question to fit it within the ambit that is acceptable to
the Chair as not being frivolous.
Mr SIMPSON-I assure the House that there is no intention of being frivolous. I
desire, as the member for Niddrie, to know what cost is involved where there are two
opposition parties. Taxpayers' money is involved and I request that information from the
Treasurer.
The SPEAKER-Order! I call the Treasurer and I shall ensure that the matter is not
handled frivolously.
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I understand the honourable member's concern about this
issue, because as a former Minister for Public Works he is well aware of the cost of
providing services through particular political parties.
Honourable members would be aware of recent press reports of the proposed
amalgamation between the Liberal and National parties. Ifamalgamation of the parties is
to take place-whether under the label of a Liberal National Party or a National Liberal
Party remains to be seen-it will have to be of lasting duration for benefits to be reaped.
The third party in Parliament imposes additional costs on Victorian taxpayers. The
additional staff involved in maintaining the third party costs in the order of$200 000.
Honourable members interjecting.

Questions without Notice

9 April 1986

ASSEMBLY

877

The SPEAKER-Order! Would the Treasurer pause until the House comes to order!
Mr JOLLY-I know all honourable members are interested in these cost figures. The
second component of the cost relates to the use of State Government cars and drivers,
which would also be approximately $200 000.
If one then takes the other elements associated with the delivery of the services, that
amounts to a total of some $500 000, taking into account all costs. If the two opposition
parties decide to amalgamate, I indicate that I shall not re~ard it as part of the 1·5 per cent
productivity savings but that it would be classified as gratUItous savings by the Department
of Management and Budget.

OAKLEIGH CITY COUNCIL
Mr LEIGH (Malvern)-I ask the Minister for Local Government: what action has the
Minister or his predecessor taken to implement the recommendation of an inspector of
the Local Government Department that further investigations should be made concerning
the use by the Town Clerk of the City of Oakleigh, Mr Barry Prebble, of his office for the
purpose of political favours by the Australian Labor Party?
Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Local Government)-Partly as a result of the
interjections, the question was incomprehensible to me. Will the honourable member read
it again?
The SPEAKER-Order! I request members of the Government back bench to remain
silent while the honourable member repeats the Question.
Mr LEIGH (Malvern)-I ask the Minister for Local Government: what action has the
Minister or his predecessor taken to implement the recommendations of an inspector of
the Local Government Department that further investigations should be made concerning
the use by the Town Clerk of the City of Oakleigh, Mr Barry Prebble, of his office for
political purposes in favour of the Australian Labor Party?
Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Local Government)-I believe the honourable member
is referring to the report compiled on a number of matters relating to the Oakleigh City
Council. A perusal of that report and its availability to the honourable member under the
Freedom of Information Act, disclose that there was not any ground for action other than
the action that was taken by the Government.
Several matters referred to were in general terms of hearsay, and the advice from
relevant authorities on whether there were grounds for action to be taken was that there
were no substantial grounds for action as a result of the report.
If the honourable member has further evidence or details on which he would like action
to be taken, I shall be pleased to have the department consider that material.
I appreciate the concern and interest of the honourable member for Malvern in the
Oakleigh City Council. I hope other municipalities in Victoria will benefit from similar
concern.

INDUSTRIAL DISRUPTION IN V/LINE
Mr W. D. McGRA TH (Lowan)-Can the Minister for Transport inform the House
whether it is a fact that the freight operations of V/Line have lost $10 million of freight
custom since November 1985, as was reported in the V/Line staff magazine? If that is a
fact, will the honourable gentleman resign his commission as Minister for Transport, in
line with the procedures of the Westminster system, bearing in mind that this has occurred
as a result ofloss of direction and morale within V/Line services?
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I thank the honourable member for his question.
I certainly hope the figures reported in the V/Line magazine were correct, because that is
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the advice that the Government is providing to the community and also to members of
Parliament. Indeed, I also hope they are correct because those are the figures that I
provided to the House two weeks ago, and I would not have wished to mislead the House
about that matter. The honourable member for Gippsland West says, by interjection, that
those are the figures that I provided to the House two weeks ago.
As honourable members are aware, there has been a significant industrial problem in
introducing the shunting review. The National Party has never made any suggestion to
improve the efficiency of the railway services. My predecessor set up the shunting review
because it was recognized that that task was costing the railways-and, therefore, the
taxpayers-more than it should. Unlike other shunters in other parts of the State, the
shunters at the Melbourne yard have not accepted the decisions that were made, assisted
by the Arbitration Commission last December, following the shunting review, and have
been engaged in an industrial campaign against V/Line ever since.
The losses that have occurred are of concern, not only in terms of the money, but also
because they are very serious for the future of the railways; that has been directed to the
attention of all those who currently work for V/Line.
I should point out that honourable members in National Party represented areas, as
well as honourable members elsewhere, have expressed their concern about the industrial
problem that the shunters are causing. Action was taken this morning; the shunters at the
Melbourne yard were stood down.
Freight is being transported using the resources that are available, but not nearly enough
is being moved. Road vehicles, as well as trains, are being used to transport the freight.
We shall continue to move as much freight as we can and, progressively, more freight will
be moved.
However, I make it clear that there is a long-term saving in operating costs as a result of
the shunting review in almost all sites in the State, including those represented by members
of the National Party. The shunting operation review is in effect, and the Government is
determined that it should also come into effect in the Melbourne railway yard.

EMERGENCY TEACHERS
Mrs HIRSH (Wantirna)-I ask the Minister for Education to outline to the House the
current situation in relation to the employment of emergency teachers.
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-I have been concerned, particularly with calls
from the Opposition, that more teachers and emergency teachers should be employed.
Since the introduction of the Budget last year, I have been concerned to insist upon the
development of proper financial responsibility and accountability within the education
portfolio.
Parliament approved a specific budget, in this case, for emergency teaching, and I have
had to develop new guidelines to ensure that the employment of emergency teachers takes
place at a cost reasonably close to the appropriation approved by Parliament.
For that reason, the Government has approved guidelines to ensure that schools should
employ relieving teachers before proceeding to employ emergency teachers. There is
difficulty in obtaining sufficient relieving teachers and, for that matter, sometimes even
emergency teachers, particularly in the more remote areas of the State. However, if one
considers over-all employment, in one of the areas about which the Opposition has been
complaining, for example, technical schools-where there may be perhaps 50 ongoing
vacancies at present-there are also 145 teachers in excess across that system.
I have been determined to ensure that we should be able to have as many as possible of
those teachers transferred from excess positions into ongoing positions where there are
vacancies before we even considered the employment of additional or new teachers.
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In some areas and in some regions it was clear that relieving teachers were not being
employed to the fullest and we have done everything possible to ensure that that should
be done before a school comes in to book an emergency teacher. In fact, there has been
little change to the practice that has been followed over the past few years, but these
guidelines can accommodate the reasonable demands of a particular school for such things
as school camps and school excursions or even for the in-service training of teachers. The
guidelines have remained the same for a number of years and they still provide for one
emergency teacher day each year for each staff member at the school.
Given all of that~ it appears that the calls by the Opposition for the Government to
spend additional funds in the area of emergency teaching is simply another example of the
Opposition's irresponsible financial management.

ADMINISTRATIVE ARRANGEMENTS
Mr CAIN (Premier)-By leave, I move:
That there be presented to this House a copy of Administrative Arrangement Order No. 43 of 1986.

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

PAPERS
The following papers, pursuant to the directions of an Act of Parliament, were laid on
the table by the Clerk:
Town and Country Planning Act 1961:
Bass-Shire of Bass Planning Scheme, Amendment No. 16.
Seymour-Shire ofSeymour Planning Scheme, Amendment No. 95.

ALPINE RESORTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources) moved for leave
to bring in a Bill to increase the area of the Falls Creek Alpine Resort, to amend the Alpine
Resorts Act 1983 and for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

NATIONAL PARKS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-I move:
That I have leave to bring in a Bill to provide for the enlargement and amalgamation of existing parks, to
establish new parks, to vary the boundaries of existing parks, to amend the National Parks Act 1975 and for
other purposes.

Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)-I ask the Minister to explain to the House the
purposes of the Bill and, in particular, to explain how it differs from another Bill dealing
with national parks that is currently before Parliament.
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education) (By leave)-It does differ substantially from the
other Bill, although there may be some elements that could be regarded as conjoint to the
matters dealt with in the other Bill, but this Bill deals with the amalgamation of particular
parks or the enlargement of particular parks and, in some cases, variations to existing
parks. It also establishes new parks.
The motion was agreed to.
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The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

CONTRACT CLEANING INDUSTRY (LONG SERVICE LEAVE)
BILL
Mr CRABB (Minister for Labour) moved for leave to bring in a Bill to make provision
for long service leave benefits for persons employed in or working in the contract cleaning
industry and for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

YOUTH AFFAIRS BILL
Mr CRABB (Minister for Labour) moved for leave to bring in a Bill to establish a
separate legislative framework for youth affairs, to continue the Youth Policy Development
Council in existence, to amend the Youth, Sport and Recreation Act 1972 and for other
purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

TAXATION (INTEREST ON OVERPAYMENTS) BILL
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer) moved for leave to bring in a Bill to make provision for the
payment of interest in respect of certain overpayments of tax, to amend certain Acts and
for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

PUBLIC RECORDS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Mr McCUTCHEON (Minister for Property and Services) moved for leave to bring in
a Bill to amend the Public Records Act 1973 and for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

FIRE AUTHORITIES (AMENDMENT) BILL (No. 2)
For Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services), Mr Fordham
(Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources) moved for leave to bring in a Bill to
amend the Country Fire Authority Act 1958 and the Metropolitan Fire Brigades Act 1958.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

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

Its purpose is to resolve the problems caused by what has become known as the "overlay
areas" at the Melbourne General Cemetery.

Cemeteries (Amendment) Bill
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The recent history of the Melbourne General Cemetery is documented in the third
report of the Mortuary Industry and Cemeteries Administration Committee tabled in
1984, many of the matters of which have been raised by myself from time to time in this
House previously.
I do not intend to take up the time of the House by recounting what is already in that
report except to say that it constitutes a sorry record of maladministration, unsavoury
practice, and outright deception. It culminated in the enforced resignation of the trust, the
laying of criminal charges against the secretary and two of his staff and the enactment of
legislation empowering the Necropolis Trust to assume responsibility for the management
of the cemetery.
The problem of the overlay areas is a legacy inherited by the Necropolis Trust. The
overlay areas consist of certain parts of the cemetery which have been illegally cleared of
monuments, filled with topsoil, and resold as new grave sites, usually diagonally aligned
across the earlier interments. About 9000 graves have been Qverlaid in this manner,
including 8500 public or paupers' graves, and 500 private graves. Of the so-called rights of
burial to the new graves, only 496 remain to be exercised, of which 100 have been partly
exercised either by the interment of cremated remains or the construction of monuments.
The net effect is that in the overlay areas there are now two levels of graves. This has
presented the Necropolis Trust with an insoluble legal and moral dilemma. Not only does
the reuse of the land infringe the pre-existing righ-cs, whether inherent or express, in the
original burials, but the rights of burial granted in respect of the upper layer are tainted
with illegality.
The Necropolis Trust, acting on the advice of its solicitors, has refused to allow further
burials in the overlay areas except where a right of burial had previously been exercised.
However, this leaves unanswered the complex questions involved in determining the
entitlements and obligations of the parties concerned, and merely adds to the worries and
anxieties of members of our community who believed they had acquired in good faith
legal right to be buried at the Melbourne General Cemetery.
Both the solicitors to the Necropolis Trust and the Crown Solicitor are agreed that the
problem can be satisfactorily resolved only by Parliament. The Bill responds to the
subsequent recommendations regarding the nature of the legislation required, contained
in the fourth report of the Mortuary Industry and Cemeteries Administration Committee
tabled late last year. In essence, the Bill will extinguish all rights attached to the lower
stratum burials, and validate the rights granted for the upper stratum level of graves.
It is important that I make clear that in a small number of cases it will not be possible
for the upper stratum rights to be exercised or fully exercised, notwithstanding their
validation, because an insufficient depth of soil remains to permit a further burial, or
because a burial would penetrate or otherwise desecrate a burial in the lower stratum.
Where this occurs, the Bill will entitle the holder to a right of burial at another cemetery
selected from a list provided by the trustees.

One of the recommendations of the Mortuary Industry and Cemeteries Administration
Committee not taken up in the Bill is that "Compensation or alternative burial sites be
provided for anyone who could prove burial rights in the bottom layer subject to exercise
of those rights where it is physically possible and not in conflict with a burial right in the
top layer".
This recommendation is inconsistent with the substantive proposal that burial rights to
the lower layer be cancelled to the extent that it implies there would still be residual rights
capable of being exercised.
However, in the spirit of the recommendation, it would be intended to negotiate on an
individual basis in the unlikely event of a person establishing that he or she owned such a
right or who, say, wanted to place a memorial plaque to identify the resting place of a
forebear.
Session 1986-31
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The situation to be resolved by the Bill is without precedent and the enactment of the
proposed legislation will ease the very real concerns of the many innocent victims of the
malpractices which took place at the Melbourne General Cemetery. The opportunity of
the Bill is also being taken to make several unrelated amendments to the Cemeteries Act.
The first is to insert a new section into the Act to enable the Necropolis Trust to be
appointed as the trustees of other cemeteries by proclamation of the Governor in Council.
The amendment anticipates the trust assuming responsibility for the development and
administration ofa proposed new cemetery complex to the south east of Melbourne.
A similar provision being inserted with respect to the powers and functions of the
trustees of the Fawkner Crematorium and Memorial Park will facilitate the establishment
of a new cemetery to the north of the city. The second is to add the Coburg Public
Cemetery to the Fourth Schedule to the Act. Coburg has been closed to the sale of burial
sites since 1983. The effect of the amendment is to enable the trustees to proceed with the
preparation of plans for the conversion of the cemetery to a pioneer memorial park. I
commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, April 22.

VICTORIA CONSERVATION TRUST (A.MENDMENT) BILL
Mr WILKES (Minister for Housing)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

The major objectives of the Bill are to provide for an increase in the membership of the
Victoria Conservation Trust from five to nine members, and to expand upon the reporting
provisions. In addition, there are a number of minor amendments proposed in the Bill to
which I shall refer later.
The Victoria Conservation Trust was established in 1972 for public, scientific and
educational purposes. It achieves this by preserving areas of historic, ecological and
natural significance. Since its inception the trust has acquired property, through gifts and
bequests, valued at more than $3 million.
At present the Act allows for five members to be appointed to the trust by the Governor
in Council. As the trust's activities have become more widely known, a large number of
people have taken advantage of its services, and this has required a greater diversity of the
members' interests and skills. Also, in light of the growing interest in conservation, it is
important to provide wider representation from the community.
The four ad~itional positions sought by the Bill will address these issues. As a
consequence of this proposal the quorum will be increased from three to five members.
The day-to-day operations of the trust are well served by its own support staff. However,
the Government has a duty to monitor trust activities. Therefore, it is proposed that
existing reporting provisions be updated to accord with Government policy on annual
reporting of statutory authorities.
At present a landowner has the ability to enter into a restrictive covenant with the trust,
subject to the Minister's approval. A covenant allows the owner to retain possession of a
property while imposing some restrictions upon the use of the land. A covenant runs with
the title of the land and is not affected by any change in ownership.
As I have stated, the Act provides for restrictive covenants only. It is proposed that the
Act be amended to allow for covenaqts of a positive nature. As a result, the trust will be
able to take an even more vigorous role in preserving Victoria's heritage. A similar
provision already exists in the Historic Buildings Act.
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The remaining amendments proposed in the Bill consist of provision for members of
the trust to be referred to as trustees, and altering the title of the trust from "Victoria
Conservation Trust" to "Victorian Conservation Trust". I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr PLOWMAN (Evelyn), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Wednesday, April 16.

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

The principal purpose of the Bill is to amend the Estate Agents Act 1980 and give formal
recognition to the Real Estate Institute of Victoria-the REI V-as the single professional
association representing estate agents on the Estate Agents Board.
The Estate Agents Board is the licensing authority for all estate agents in Victoria. It has
eight members. When it was created in 1980, there was the not uncommon situation of
two professional associations speaking for the profession. Both associations-the then
Real Estate and Stock Institute of Victoria-RES I-and the Real Estate Agents Association
of Victoria-REAA-were given the right to nominate a panel of names from which
melnbers would be appointed to the board. Three board members represent these
associations.
In 1984 the RESI and REAA announced that they had reached general agreement for
the formation of a new association, the Real Estate Institute of Victoria, which will act as
the profession's sole voice. This association has recently been incorporated. Under the
Bill the REIV will assume the nomination rights available to both the RESI and the
REAA. It therefore removes the final impediment to completing the merger of all functions
into the REIV.
The Bill makes no other change to the membership rights of estate agents on the board.
I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr LEIGH (Malvern), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, April 22.

FUTURES INDUSTRY (APPLICATION OF LAWS) BILL
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of the Bill is to extend the national co-operative companies and securities
scheme to include legislation to regulate the futures industry. The Bill will apply in
Victoria the Commonwealth legislation which is to be known as the Futures Industry Act
1986 and which is intended to become effective in the Australian Capital Territory on 1
July 1986. The Bill contains provisions to translate the Commonwealth legislation to the
particular needs of Victoria as well as other machinery provisions enabling the collection
offees, amendment of regulations and publication of the Futures Industry (Victoria) Code.
The objectives of the Commonwealth legislation are to regulate the establishment and
maintenance of futures markets and the making of futures contracts and to ensure that
investors in the futures industry are adequately protected and informed.
A futures contract is an agreement either to sell or buy a specified quantity and quality
of a commodity at a specified time in the future at a fixed price. Futures trading is
universally acknowledged to be highly speculative. Approximately 85 per cent of investors
participating in futures trading will make losses and frequently very substantial losses.
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This regulatory scheme is introduced at an opportune time for the new but expanding
Victorian futures industry. It was only in September 1985 that the Stock Exchange of
Melbourne Ltd first provided facilities for the trading of futures contracts with the
introduction of its Australian futures contract. A measure of the AFC's success is that at
least three new futures contracts are proposed for introduction in 1986.
Prior to the entry of the Melbourne exchange into the market, the only futures exchange
operating in Australia was the Sydney Futures Exchange Ltd which commenced operations
in 1960 as the Sydney Greasy Wool Exchange. The Sydney Futures Exchange Ltd is
currently subject to New South Wales legislation-The Futures Markets Act 1979-which
facilitates self regulation by the Sydney futures exchange via its business rules, and enables
some supervision by the New South Wales Attorney-General and New South Wales
Corporate Affairs Office.
The only Victorian legislation relating to futures trading is section 16 of the Lotteries
Gaming and Betting Act 1966 which was amended in 1984 as an interim measure to
enable the Stock Exchange of Melbourne Ltd to commence trading in futures contracts.
Those amendments excluded futures contracts traded on a market maintained by a futures
exchange from section 15 of the Lotteries Gaming and Betting Act 1966, whIch makes
void all contracts or agreements by way of gaming or wagering. The amendments provided
for approval of a body corporate as a futures exchange if the Treasurer was satisfied that
the business rules of the body corporate met certain requirements and that the public
interest would be served by approving the body corporate. Honourable members will note
that the Futures Industry (Application of Laws) Bill removes these provisions from the
Lotteries Gaming and Betting Act 1966, since they will no longer be required.
At a meeting of the Ministerial Council for Companies and Securities held on 12
February 1982, the New South Wales Corporate Affairs Commission was requested to
prepare a paper on futures trading for consideration by the Ministerial Council. A detailed
paper was prepared examining the operation of the futures industry in Australia, the
existing regulation, the extent of illicit activity within the industry and recommendations
as to legislative options. The paper concluded that the industry was in need of regulation
and that the most effective way of achieving that regulation would be within the framework
of the co-operative scheme operating between the Commonwealth and the States with
respect to companies and securities legislation.
The inadequacy of the present regulatory system, as indicated by the New South Wales
Corporate Affairs Commission, has been apparent for some considerable time and both
the report of the Campbell Committee on the Australian financial system and the Sydney
Futures Exchange have recommended national legislation to regulate the industry. In
marked contrast to the legislative regulation of stock exchanges, there are few restrictions
on the day-to-day conduct of futures trading. Neither is there specific prohibition or
regulation of market manipulation for which there is far greater potential than on the
stock exchanges. The existing legislation, such as it is, is of course limited to New South
Wales and Victoria whereas in fact investors from all over Australia engage in futures
trading. There have already been a number of serious insolvencies of futures brokers
which have resulted in losses to clients residing in Victoria.
It has been agreed by participants in the co-operative scheme that, although there are
certain superficial parallels with the securities industry, it is neither practical nor desirable
to regulate the futures industry by means of amendment to the Securities Industry (Victoria)
Code. To do so would make the securities industry code a complex and cumbersome piece
of legislation and would fail to take account of the differences between the futures and
securities industries.
During the development of the legislation, the National Companies and Securities
Commission has kept in close contact with the Sydney Futures Exchange, the US
Commodities Futures Trading Commission, the US Commodities Exchange (COMEX)
and London International Financial Futures Exchange and other overseas agencies. These
bodies have provided valuable assistance. The Draft Futures Industry Bill was released
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for public exposure in November and December 1985, and following consideration of
public submissions, the administration and legislative policy committee of the co-operative
scheme settled a revised Draft Futures Industry Bill 1986. This draft was approved by the
Ministerial Council, at its meeting in Adelaide on 21 March 1986, for introduction into
the Commonwealth Parliament.
I shall now briefly outline the regulatory regime contained in the Commonwealth
legislation which this Bill will apply in Victoria.
Part I of the Commonwealth legislation deals with interpretation.
Part 11 of the Commonwealth legislation deals with matters of administration. It is
designed to ensure that the National Companies and Securities Commission has adequate
powers of inquiry when performin~ its functions in relation to the futures industry. It is
based on the corresponding Secunties Industry Act provisions and includes powers to
inspect books relating to the affairs of persons involved in the futures industry, to seek
explanations in respect of books and to investigate where it suspects an offence may have
been committed. Part 11 also provides for special investigations by order of the Minister
or the Ministerial Council, and sets up the Futures Consultative Committee-a body
consisting of futures industry professionals appointed by the Ministerial Council which
will provide the commission and the Ministerial Council with advice as requested in
relation to developments in the futures industry.
Part III deals with the approval and regulation of futures exchanges, clearing houses and
futures associations.
As I have already mentioned, Victoria has a healthy and growing futures industry and
honourable members will note that the Application of Laws Bill deems an "Approved
Body", which is to be approved by the Minister and the Stock Exchange of Melbourne Ltd
to be an approved exchange. Honourable members will also note that International
Commodities Clearing House Ltd (ICCH), which is already providing clearing house
services to both the Melbourne exchange and the Sydney Futures Exchange Ltd, is deemed
to be an approved clearing house. The Bill thus ensures that the new regulatory regime is
put into place with minimal disruption to the operation of the market.
The Commonwealth legislation imposes a duty on futures exchanges and clearing houses
to ensure, through their own internal rules, that so far as is reasonably practicable an
orderly and fair market is maintained. This self-regulatory regime, supported as it is by
the licensing provisions, ensures maximum investor protection with minimum cost to the
public purse and is a reflection of de-regulatory trends in financial markets.
Part IV of the Commonwealth le~slation provides for a licensing system similar to that
currently operating under the Secunties Industry Act. It has been agreed by the Ministerial
Council that those provisions in the Commonwealth Act relating to representatives' licences
will not be proclaimed until such time as the result of the current NCSC review oflicensing
in the securities industry is known. Futures brokers and futures advisers, however, will be
obliged to hold licences and will be subject to certain reporting requirements. The
commission will in certain circumstances have the power to revoke or suspend licences.
Part V of the Commonwealth legislation deals with the conduct offutures business and,
among other things, provides for segregation of client moneys to ensure that such funds
cannot be used other than on the instructions of the client. These provisions are a central
part of the investor protections which the legislation introduces. Brokers may invest
clients' money only in approved investments and clients' funds will be traceable in the
event ofa broker's insolvency or the collapse of the approved investment institution.
Part VI of the Commonwealth legislation deals with the accounts to be kept by holders
offutures brokers and with the audit and supervision of those accounts.
Part VIII of the Commonwealth legislation provides for the establishment of fidelity
funds of futures exchanges and futures associations. Fidelity funds are another important
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aspect of investor protection which the Commonwealth legislation seeks to provide. These
fidelity funds are similar to those established under the Securities Industry Act. Initially
the fund is to consist of $500000 for the purposes of the Melbourne Futures Exchange.
This sum is to be transferred from the existing fidelity fund of the Melbourne Stock
Exchange thus minimizing transitional problems and avoiding the necessity to levy
transactions in futures contracts. The fund is available to any person who suffers pecuniary
loss because of the defalcation of fraudulent misuse of moneys by members of the futures
exchange.
Part IX of the Commonwealth legislation deals with a number of specific and general
offences, many of which are comparable to the market manipulation and false trading
offences in the Securities Industry Act. There are in addition some offences which are
specific to the futures industry, most notably the "anti-bucketing" provisions.
Part IX of the Commonwealth legislation closely follows the miscellaneous provisions
contained in Part XI of the Securities Industry Act.
The Bill is consistent with the Government's economic strategy, and in particular the
objective of maintaining Melbourne's position as a major financial centre. It is introduced
now to ensure that the new regulation of the futures industry comes into effect in Victoria
at the same time as in New South Wales. It would be clearly undesirable for the futures
industry to be regulated in New South Wales but not in Victoria. This might have a
damaging effect on the fledgling Victorian futures industry, as the lack of investor protection
might result in diversion of futures trading from Melbourne to Sydney. The early
introduction of this Bill ensures that the Victorian futures market will proceed on an equal
footing, at least in a regulatory sense, to the Sydney futures market.
The Bill is an important step in promoting stability and confidence among investors in
the futures market, in providing for a measure of protection for members of the public
who enter this market, and in ensuring that investors are adequately informed. It comes
at a time when the futures industry in Victoria is in its infancy and will, I trust, greatly
assist the development of the industry. I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr JOHN (Bendigo East), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, April 22.

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (MISCELLANEOUS
PROVISIONS) BILL
Mr WILKES (Minister for Housing)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of the Bill is to address two significant issues arising from the now much
publicized Supreme Court case of Thorne and Ors v JiVade and Ors-the "Wade case".
The essential facts of the Wade case are that:
(A) Wade applied to commissioners-at that time constituting the Melbourne City
Council as a responsible authority under the Town and Country Planning Act-for a
planning permit for proposed alterations to his residence.
(B) A permit was granted without the application being advertised.
(c) Because the application had not been advertised, certain nearby residents applied
to the commissioners to have the permit revoked. The commissioners formed the view
that the permit had been validly issued and decided not to do so.
(D) The objecting residents then took action in the Supreme Court. The protracted
action and subsequent appeal involved very significant costs for all parties, estimated to
total more than $700000. The judge ruled that, although in his opinion the application
should have been advertised, he was not prepared to order any remedy, and awarded costs
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against the objecting residents, to the effect that they have to pay their own considerable
costs, the taxed costs of Wade and portion of the taxed costs of the Melbourne City
Council.
The case has generated public concern about how a dispute over an extension to a house
could be litigated over what was a very lengthy period and how such substantial costs
could be incurred.
The Melbourne City Council has examined whether, in view of the fact that the judge
ruled that the commissioners had been in error in not advertising the application, it might
forgo its entitlement to recover costs against the other parties but has recognized statutory
difficulties in doing so. The Bill therefore enables the Melbourne City Council, should it
so determine, to exercise a discretion in respect of costs in the Wade case.
There is also a need to ensure that in the future an apparently simple planning issue
does not develop into an issue of overwhelming proportions through the failure of a
responsible authority to require notice to be given of the relevant permit application.
Section 24 of the Town and Country Planning Act sets down criteria for, and provisions
relating to, the revocation or modification of planning permits. The section vests municipal
councils, as responsible authorities, with making decisions on whether to revoke or modify
a permit. This is consistent with the substantial planning powers given to local councils in
recognition of their capacity to respond to local issues and needs.
In the Wade case, however, commissioners were responsible for exercising the discretions
provided in section 24 of the Town and Country Planning Act. There is a case for
independent scrutiny of commissioners' appraisal of applications for revocation of planning
permits.
Accordingly, the Bill inserts proposed section 24A into the Town and Country Planning
Act to provide that where a commission is established, and where a planning permit has
been granted but the application was not advertised, or the matter was not determined by
the Planning Appeals Board, the commissioner or commissioners shall refer any request
for revocation of the permit to the Planning Appeals Board for determination.
The Government is considering broader options to obviate issues developing into
disproportionate legal cases. One option being considered is the possibility of bringing the
Planning Appeals Board under the umbrella of the Administrative Appeals Tribunal. This
would ~ve a more flexible jurisdiction, and because of the judicial involvement in the
Admimstrative Appeals Tribunal, there could be increased jurisdiction so that the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal could deal expeditiously with the sorts of issues which
arose in the Wade case. I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr PLOWMAN (Evelyn), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, April 22.

EDUCA TION (MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS) BILL
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education) presented a message from His Excellency the
Governor, pursuant to section 14 of the Constitution Act 1975, transmitting the following
amendments, which he desired to be made in the Education (Miscellaneous Matters)
Bill1. Clause 6, after "section 158 (I)" insert "of the Principal Act".
2. Clause 9, sub-clause (2), after "section 14 (2)" insert "of the Principal Act".
3. Clause 19, in new sub-section (2A), omit "he".
4. Clause 22, paragraph (d), omit "subtitute" and insert "substitute".
5. Clause 23, after "section 106" insert "of the Principal Act".
6. Clause 25, sub-clause (2), after "section 107 (5)" insert "of the Principal Act".
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Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

A number of drafting errors were contained in the Bill passed by this House. In the original
Bill a section was specified but the words "of the Principal Act" were omitted. That error
covers amendments Nos 1, 2, 5 and 6, and I ask the House to agree to the insertion of
those words.
The other two amendments correct typographical errors. One should not include the
word "he" and the other is a spelling error.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-The amendments appear to be simple and innocuous and
the Opposition agrees to them.
The motion was agreed to, and it was ordered that a message be sent to the Council
requesting its concurrence therein.

TAXATION ACTS (RECIPROCAL ASSISTANCE) BILL
The debate (adjourned from March 27) on the motion of Mr Jolly (Treasurer) for the
second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-This Bill deals with a number of Victorian State taxation
Acts and the Accident Compensation Act and it gives effect to reciprocal arrangements
agreed between the Commonwealth and the States, including Victoria, for the exchange of
information in relation to taxing matters.
With the exception of one reservation, with which I shall deal later, the Opposition
supports the Bill as a reasonable measure designed to combat the evasion of State taxes
and, by virtue of the reciprocity of the arrangements, to aid in the combating of evasion
of Commonwealth taxes.
When any person who would otherwise be subject to a State tax evades that tax it tends
to impose upon other members of the community a burden that they would not otherwise
bear. All parties and the Victorian and Australian communities generally have had a
heightening concern about the evasion of taxation in recent years and the Liberal Party
Opposition supports any reasonable measure that is designed and is likely to be effective
in combating the evasion of taxation.
It is simply unfair for the law-abiding citizen who goes about his business and his
personal affairs in a manner which subjects him to the full scope of the tax laws to not take
reasonable measures to protect his interests and the interests of the revenue against those
unscrupulous people who seek to evade taxation. The Liberal Party will support the
measures which are reasonable in their scope and which are likely to be effective in
combating evasion. For that reason it supports the Bill. The Opposition has one minor
reservation and that is the Acts which are amended by this Bill are State taxing Acts, with
the exception of the Accident Compensation Act. There is in the view of the Opposition a
qualitative difference between the imposition of the levy under that Act and the imposition
of taxes under the other Acts that are subject to amendment. It is not, however, a qualitative
difference which is so great as to cause the Opposition to oppose that element of the Bill.
Moreover, there are already provisions in the Accident Compensation Act facilitating the
exchange of information between various taxation offices so that this Bill does not represent
a Qualitative change in the degree to which anti-evasion measures are imposed under that
legislation.
This is part of a reciprocal arrangement involving potentially all the States and certainly
involving the Commonwealth and Victoria. Last year the Commonwealth Parliament
passed the Taxation Laws (Amendment) Act No. 2 1985, section 45 of which inserted in
the Federal income tax legislation a new Part IlIA, dealing with co-operation between
Commonwealth and State taxation authorities. It is important to note in terms of the
reasonableness of the Bill before the House the scope and nature of the restrictions and
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conditions imposed on the exchange of information under the Commonwealth legislation.
Of course, one matter that the House would wish to address in dealing with any taxation
law is to ensure that there is not an unnecessary or too extensive a qualification of the
proper criterion of confidentiality of the affairs of individuals, corporations and businesses
in Victoria as a result of tackling evasion.
Questions of civil liberties are involved, as well as questions of the commercial interests
of particular businesses and individuals. We should not have a situation in which, in order
to tackle the unscrupulous, we prejudice the legitimate interests of law-abiding citizens.
For that reason it is important to draw attention to the fact that a qualified right of
disclosure is given under the Commonwealth legislation and quite lengthy provisions
apply to officers to whom information is provided by virtue of these reciprocal
arrangements. The substance of the confidentiality requirements under the original taxing
legislation are made applicable to the recipients of information exchanged. That is an
important part of the background and the factors which lead the Liberal Opposition to
support this proposed legislation. It is a reasonable measure to combat evasion without
unnecessary intrusion into the interests oflaw-abiding citizens who pay the taxes to which
they are reasonably subjected under legislation. For those reasons the Opposition has
pleasure in supporting the Bill as a means of combating evasion of State taxes and assisting
in combating the evasion of Commonwealth taxes.
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-The National Party supports
the Taxation Acts (Reciprocal Assistance) Bill, and it does so for exactly the same reasons
explained by the honourable member for Brighton who spoke on behalf of the Opposition.
One of the interesting statements in the Minister's second-reading speech was that the Bill
enables the Commissioner of Probate Duty to communicate any information disclosed or
obtained under this Bill to Commonwealth taxation officers or taxation officers of any
other State or Territory. Of course Victoria does not have probate duty and from now on
there will be very little information that the commissioner will be in a position to pass on
to any other Commonwealth or State authority.
My experience, limited though it may be in the legal world today, is that what goes into
documents for the granting of probate is minimal and the general attitude of solicitors is
that the less one puts in the better. I say this somewhat facetiously, but I hope the
statement about the passing on of information by the Commissioner of Probate Duty does
not suggest that this money-hungry Government has any idea of bringing back probate
duty.
Mr Jolly interjected.
Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS-The Minister was stupid enough at one stage to put it on the
Notice Paper for nine months and he had to take a humble back step and apologize and
withdraw, thanks to National Party pressure.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr ROSS-EDWARDS-Members of the National Party knew where they stood; we
were going to vote against it; we made that quite clear and public opinion backed us. The
National Party supports the proposed legislation. It is one more attempt to catch up with
those people who are trying to avoid their legal taxation obligations and, as the honourable
member for Brighton said, if those people do not pay then somebody has to.
All such legislation infringes on the rights of individuals inevitably and, of course, one
must draw a line beyond which one must not infringe further on the rights of the individual
in order to achieve a better result in the general public interest. The National Party
supports the proposed legislation.
Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster)-If this Parliament with the Federal Parliament is to
maintain democracy and liberal free enterprise in this country, we must introduce measures
such as this. It is regrettable that the time and efforts of some of the best businessmen in
the country are devoted to tax avoidance. This also involves the Government itself in the
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diversion of some of its best talent in the Public Service and of scarce resources of
computers and other facilities that we cannot spare to be diverted to this activity. The
States and the Commonwealth must fully co-operate.
The level of public perception of tax avoidance is now very high. A survey by Dr lan
Wallschutzky for the Australian Tax Research Foundation, which was published in the
March issue of Australian Accountant, says that 70 per cent of people believe more
taxpayers cheat now than compared with five years ago; and the great concern is that 66
per cent of people blame high income earners, 46 per cent believe self-employed people
and tradesmen are engaged in tax avoidance; and 35 per cent blame big business for tax
avoidance. That is probably the perception of most people: that people resent paying tax
of 62 cents in the $1 or even more when other imposts are taken into consideration, and
that therefore they indulge in tax avoidance.
The final report of the Costigan Royal Commission on the activities of the Federated
Ship Painters and Dockers Union on tax avoidance in chapter 8 says:
If the stripping of undistributed profits, trust stripping, purported "Curran" and "Westraders" schemes, and
various other tax avoidance schemes were taken into account, the figure would be very much higher. The revenue
foregone runs into billions of dollars.
Tax avoidance and evasion of this kind in such volume is extraordinary in absolute terms but almost incredible
in relative terms having regard to the small Australian economy. It has recently been reported that the largest
United States revenue fraud case ever brought is being heard - it involved $US48 million.

Two schemes, including the Maher, ran into about $200 million, so it is clear to me that
tax avoidance in this country is the worst in the English-speaking world.
An Honourable Member-You would be joking!
Mr WILLIAMS-I am quoting Costigan. That is evasion; I stand corrected. I agree
with the Treasurer's interjection. Tax evasion in this country is the greatest in the Englishspeaking world and I quote the Costigan report as my authority. When billions of dollars
are involved, special and extraordinary measures are called for. There is no other way. If
one looks at the latest report of the Taxation Commissioner, this is the sort of thing that
the ordinary man in the street, the middle class, the people who put other honourable
members and me into Parliament, must put up with. The report of the Commissioner of
Taxation talks about taxes unpaid at 30 June 1985 amounting to $678 million. These
relate to "bottom-of-the-harbour" schemes and of this amount $153 million has been
collected as a recoupment tax. In other words, deals have been made to get back a
miserable $150 million of the $678 million that the Commissioner of Taxation said is
owing, but according to Mr Costigan billions of dollars are owing. It is rather interesting
that a further $250 million has been written offas uncollectable under the unpaid company
tax legislation. It is reprehensible and understandable that the commissioner, because he
cannot collect the tax, has to write off such enormous sums.
The Commissioner of Taxation, in his 1984-85 annual report at page 53, states:
The Taxation Office has investigated many of the persons named by Royal Commissions and Special Prosecutors
but because of the steps taken by these persons to put monies beyond the reach of the Office, very little ofthe tax
raised as a result ofthese investigations is capable of being collected. Where taxes are recovered, it has been as a
result of very expensive and time consuming litigation.

This cannot go on any longer. Tax evasion is distorting our economy and creating a new
poor in our society who cannot obtain adequate Commonwealth assistance because of the
necessity to cut back spending, particularly at the Federal level, and to a lesser extent at
the State level, mainly because so many people in our society are not paying their just
dues.
Some statistics extracted from the report of the Commissioner of Taxation show that,
in 1977-78, tax avoidance under administrative challenge attributed to tax avoidance
schemes was $158 million and it grew in 1978-79 to $433 million. In 1979-80 the figure
was $711 million and in 1980-81 it increased to the colossal figure of$973 million.
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The then Federal Treasurer, in response to a question on notice, stated that deductions
made under tax avoidance scheme arrangements were as follows: in 1978-79 the figure
was $600 million and in 1977-78 the figure was $2100 million representing a loss, in terms
of tax payable, in the vicinity of $1300 million. These are the sorts of astronomical figures
that the community can no longer tolerate.
The utmost co-operation is needed between the State and Federal Governments, not
only in the field of tax information, but hopefully, eventually, at the level of corporate
affairs because, if directors of private and public companies are responsible for defrauding
the Government of such massive amounts of money, they ought to be brought under a
code of conduct, as exists with regard to contracts and the BLF. If directors of public and
private companies are to have so little regard for the public good and the future of the
system they ought to believe in, they are no longer fit to be directors of public companies.
The sort of information that is necessary to show these directors are not meeting their
responsibilities should be exchanged between the Federal and State authorities so that
corporate decency, law and order can be brought back to our society.
Mr PERRIN (Bulleen)-As has already been pointed out, the Bill is supported by the
Opposition in terms of its intention to appoint various officers of State Government
bodies to act as State taxation officers and to help collect taxes due to Victoria and to the
Commonwealth.
Before I say 100 rnuch more, I should add that, dS a regist~red taxation agent, I have had
a long involvement in the taxation industry and I have watched over many years debate
on tax avoidance and the recovery of taxation which has, from time to time, become a
very hot issue.
It has become a political issue involving both sides of the Parliament-and I know that
the Fraser Government was certainly prepared to go after the tax evaders to ensure that
the revenue was not in any way diminished by people in the community not being
prepared to pay their full share of tax.

The Bill is part of an enforcement process whereby various Government officers mainly,
except in the case of the Accident Compensation Commission, are to be appointed as
State taxation officers.
It is certainly a major part of Parliament's duty to ensure that any laws enacted are
enforced with the appropriate administrative arrangements in place. There is a major
reason why these sorts of enforcement procedures are needed: to ensure that people
conducting illegal activities are caught. I remind the House that a situation exists where
those who run illegal activities are supposed to pay tax; and one example concerning State
taxation and State stamp duty is connected with betting procedures in hotels. Betting with
starting price bookmakers is, of course, illegal but the taxation on it is still legal. Therefore,
even though one can have quite legal arrangements whereby there is evasion of taxation,
there is also evasion of taxation on illegal activities such as SP betting.

I was extremely disappointed in the Treasurer's second-reading speech because
Parliament has a right to know the costs involved and the profits likely to accrue to the
State Treasury in the implementation of any Bill that comes before the House.
The Minister's second-reading speech gave no indication of exactly what it will cost
State revenue. Obviously some part of the duties of various officers who are mentioned in
the Bill will involve chasing up Commonwealth taxation evasion, and I would have liked
the Treasurer to have costed that measure and provided Parliament with the cost to the
Victorian taxpayers. It may be that this cost is to be recovered from the Commonwealth,
in which case that information certainly should have been provided to honourable
members. The situation that most concerns me is that no indication is given as to exactly
what will be the benefit from this measure to the revenue of Victoria.
The honourable member for Doncaster has referred to figures mentioned by Mr Costigan
and I should like to see the benefits-if there have been any estimates at all-to Victorian
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taxation revenue. That is important to me because, so far as I am concerned, Parliament
has a right to know exactly what is the financial impact on the State Treasury of any
measure that comes before this place. That is a principle that should be put into place,
certainly as regards a Bill of this type.
There are differences between the philosophies of the various sides of Parliament. My
view is that any money recovered from tax evasion-and various figures have been given
of what the amounts could be-should be used to reduce income taxes in future. If evasion
has occurred, although costs are involved in obtaining the information, the money should
be used to reduce taxes rather than to increase services.
There may be a philosophical difference between the two political parties, but let us go
out into the community and recover the sums of money that at this time are unknown. I
do not know how much the Treasurer expects to receive from these activities but I and
other members of Parliament would like to know what sums of money are likely to be
involved. We could then make value judgments as to what is the best use of the savings in
taxation.
Finally, I have had a conversation with Mr Eric Risstrom from the Australian Taxpayers
Association, of which I have been a member for many years, and I have the highest regard
for Mr Risstrom, who is a leading authority if not the leading authority on taxation in this
country. He sees no problem from the taxpayers' point of view.
We must remind ourselves that the Australian Taxpayers Association holds itself up as
a consumer body that looks after the taxpayers rather than the tax collectors, namely, the
Government. I place on record my high esteem for Mr Risstrom and his association,
which has done a very good and impartial job for years.
The Opposition and I view this Bill as a further step in a long chain of processes that
will bring additional funds to the consolidated revenue. My only concern is that Parliament
has not been given an indication of the type of costs and funds recovered.
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I welcome the support of all speakers for this measure. It is
certainly a valuable piece of ammunition against the tax evaders, not only in Victoria but
also throughout Australia. This measure is part of the reciprocal agreement with the
Federal Government to take concerted action against tax evaders. Honourable members
would be aware that the Federal Government has prevented the Australian Capital Territory
from providing a haven for tax evaders. That step has resulted in additional revenue
flowing to Victoria.
It should be understood by the honourable member for Bulleen that the proposals
embodied in this measure will result in effective expenditure savings because State taxation
officers will spend less time tracking down tax evaders. Instead, information can be
obtained from the Commonwealth Taxation Office.
It is not possible to estimate precisely how much revenue will be raised as one does not
know how much tax evasion is going on that will be picked up by this flow of information.
Less time and effort will be required by State taxation officers In investigating suspected
cases of tax evasion.
With respect to the probate issue raised by the Leader of the National Party, it is true
that the amount of revenue flowing to the consolidated revenue as a result of probate duty
is very small and occurs only as a consequence of probate on estates still to be finalized. I
wish to make it clear to the Leader of the National Party that the Government does not
intend to reintroduce probate duty in Victoria.
I thank honourable members for their support of this Bill, which is an important
ingredient in the fight against tax evasion in this State and nationally.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.
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TATTERSALL CONSULTATIONS (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from March 27) on the motion of Mr Jolly (Treasurer) for the
second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-One of the two substantive measures in the Bill is that
duty payable in respect of Soccer Pools lotteries is increased from 37 per cent to 50 per
cent of subscriptions. In effect, the Bill increases State taxes. None the less the Opposition
does not oppose the Bill, for four reasons.
The first reason is that it gives effect to an agreement between the State and the
Commonwealth which moves towards uniformity across the States in the duty and taxes
applicable to games of this kind. The second reason is that it ratifies a voluntary agreement
between the Government and the Soccer Pools organization that has existed for some
time. Changes made by the Bill are already operating on a voluntary basis, so the Bill
merely incorporates those changes into the statute-book.
The third reason is that, although there might be some debate about this issue, on
balance the measure is reasonable in itself. The fourth reason is that it reduces the
competitive advantage of Soccer Pools to the maximum extent practicable at present. On
those four bases, the Opposition will not oppose the Bill.
In his second-reading speech, the Treasurer pointed out that there was agreement
between the Commonwealth and the States. The Treasurer claimed credit for having
initiated that agreement. The Opposition believes it is undesirable that there should be a
differential approach to Soccer Pools games between Victoria and other States. The Bill
carries weight because it leads to uniformity in taxation.
The voluntary agreement that was entered into no doubt resulted from initiatives
exercised by one side in the normal course of commercial bargaining. The two proposals
to increase the prize pool and the duty reflect arrangements which were agreed to on a
voluntary basis and which have operated for some time. It is reasonable that those who
operate the games should get a reasonable return for their efforts. On the other hand, the
interests of those who play the game are important, as are the interests of the Victorian
community. Tax revenue is being rationalized at levels that are fair to all, by virtue of the
arrangements incorporated in this measure.
In so far as the taxation element is concerned, the duty is increased from 32·5 per cent
to either 34 per cent or 35 per cent, depending upon the level of subscriptions. If one takes
the level of 35 per cent, it is an 8 per cent increase in the rate of tax. It is, therefore, not
dramatically outside the consumer price index movement over the past twelve months.
The Government has given an undertaking that taxation will not increase faster than the
consumer price index.
Mr Ross-Edwards interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE-Obviously I have not made my point clear to the Leader of the
National Party, who is interjecting. I take up the point made by the Treasurer alleging that
the Government has undertaken not to increase the over-all burden of State taxation faster
than the increase in the CPl. That is not what the Government said prior to the last
election. I shall return to that matter later.
As the Treasurer has purportedly reiterated the Government's tax promises, I make the
point in passing that perusal of the Premier's policy speech shows that the Government
undertook not to increase the rate of taxation faster than the rate of increase in the CPI.
In other circumstances the Premier and the Treasurer specifically referred to rates and
charges for water, for example, therefore indicating that the promise was not simply a
global promise but one that related to rates of taxes individually. The Treasurer is now
trying to redefine that by drawing a distinction between "prices" and "taxes".
In his tax statement the Treasurer referred to prices as taxes and they appear in a
document that is headed "ALP Taxation Policy". Again the Treasurer has proven that
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what he says now is not the same as the commitments he made before the last State
election.
During the past twelve months, on a voluntary basis, the rate of duty on the total pool,
which is the tax rate on the Soccer Pools game, has increased from 32·5 per cent to 35 per
cent, and the Bill proposes to ratify that increase.
Mr Ross-Edwards-That is because of the increase in the turnover.
Mr STOCKDALE-The Leader of the National Party has the bull by the horns. The
Bill proposes an increase in the rate of tax and at the same time the turnover, to which the
Leader of the National Party referred, or the subscription level has increased. Those two
factors have combined to give that result and increased the revenue derived from the duty
from $1·8 million to $8 million in a full year. That results not only from the increased
turnover but also from an increase in the tax rate.
The Opposition is not driven to oppose that measure for two reasons: the first is that it
has already been in operation on a voluntary basis; and the second is that it does not
conflict with the Government's undertaking-on a generous reading of the Government's
tax promises-on the rate of increase of State taxes. The Opposition finds the measure to
be not unreasonable.
Mr Kennett-Mr Acting Speaker, I draw your attention to the state of the House.
A quorum was formed.

Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-On a point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, I
draw your attention to the presence of the honourable member for Richmond in the
House. According to the Constitution, the honourable member for Richmond is ineligible
to sit in this Chamber. I ask that you, Sir, rule accordingly. I shall present the Chair with
the information that supports this point.
I refer the Chair in particular to sections 55 (a) and 61A of the Constitution Act which
deem that the honourable member for Richmond is no longer eligible to sit in Parliament.
Again I ask you to rule accordingly and to uphold the provisions contained in the
Constitution.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! At this stage the Chair cannot accept
the point of order raised by the Leader of the Opposition but he is advised that he can
follow the normal procedure in this House. I suggest that the Leader of the Opposition
should find out the method that is normally followed and which has been the procedure
adopted for many years.
Mr KEN NETT-On a further point of order, Mr Speaker, as you have resumed the
chair, it would be incorrect for members of Parliament to sit in the Chamber with an
honourable member who is ineligible. I suggest Parliament should adjourn until lunchtime.
Mr Jolly-You are out of order!
Mr KENNETT -It is not a matter of being out of order. Parliament operates under the
Constitution-The SPEAKER-Order! I should advise the Leader of the Opposition that he is raising
a point of order and not debating a matter before the Chair.
Mr KENNETT-Mr Speaker, my point of order is simple. At present an honourable
member who is not eligible to sit as a member of Parliament is present in the Chamber.
The Opposition will present to the Chair the documentation which backs up that point. I
suggest that the House rise until lunchtime so that you, Sir, may acquaint yourself with
the facts and so that the Government can seek legal advice, if necessary, because the
Constitution is clear. The honourable member for Richmond has breached the Constitution
and thus is ineligible to sit in the Chamber.
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Mr CAIN (Premier)-On the point of order, Mr Speaker, it would be totally wrong for
you to suspend the sitting of the House consequent upon the assertions being made by one
honourable member about the capacity and eligibility of another honourable member.
There is a process that should be followed, if the Leader of the Opposition has any
complaint.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr CAIN-That is not your judgment! There is a process to be followed and the Leader
of the Opposition, like any honourable member, should follow it. I submit that the Chair
should rule that that process be followed, and the sitting should continue.
The SPEAKER-Order! I rule the point of order out of order. An opinion of one
honourable member is being given about another honourable member. There is a process
under the law through which the matter can be examined and decided upon. I have no
intention of suspending the sitting of the House for any purpose whatsoever except in the
normal course of events. I call on the honourable member for Brighton to continue his
speech.
Mr Cain-On you go!
Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-I do not need instruction from the Premier.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member for Brighton on the Bill before the
House.
Mr STOCKDALE-Mr Speaker, it is rather surprising that one is directed by the
Premier, who has been busy lately directing the Melbourne City Council as to how it
should conduct its statutory duties and who, on several occasions, has sought to instruct
the Chair on how it should perform its duty. I do not require instruction from the Premier.
Earlier I was speaking about the Tattersall Consultations (Amendment) Bill and was
about to draw attention to the fact that the measure would tend to reduce the competitive
advantage of Soccer Pools over similar games under the present arrangements. Under the
general lotteries legislation all lotteries are conducted by Tattersall's, which licenses the
Soccer Pools organization under its general licence to operate the Soccer Pools.
A deed of agreement exists between Soccer Pools and Tattersall's that obliges the Soccer
Pools organization to conduct that game. Tattersall's conducts Tattslotto and various
other forms of lotteries-similar lotteries and other sporting fixture events-so that those
organizations compete. That has been amply demonstrated by the recent history of the
turnover of the two organizations after the changes in the way in which the Tattslotto
consultations are conducted. Therefore, it its important that the House address the issue
of tax equity, horizontal equity across the various forms oflottery conducted in Victoria.
As a general principle the Opposition supports what is implicit in the present Bill and
implicit in the second-reading speech of the Treasurer that there should be a move towards
equity to remove an unfair advantage of one organization over another. All honourable
members are aware of the long and distinguished history of Tattersall's and its strong
association with Victoria for many years.
The sitting was suspended at 1 p. m. until 2. 7 p. m.

Mr STOCKDALE-Before the suspension of the sitting I was about to deal with the
question of competition between bodies operating ventures in the nature of lotteries, and
I referred to the Tattersall Sweep Consultation organization and Soccer Pools Australia
Pty Ltd, which is ajoint operation of Consolidated Press, News Ltd and Vernons Pools of
Liverpool. The Australian Soccer Pools organization is incorporated in Victoria but operates
substantially in New South Wales. It operates under a licensing arrangement pursuant to
the general licence of Tattersall's in operating lotteries within Victoria. The organization
operates through a network of agents also selling Tattersall tickets. It is clear there is
competition between these bodies and, as I said earlier, the Opposition supports the

896

ASSEMBLY

9 April 1986

Tattersall Consultations (Amendment) Bill

implication in the Bill and in the Treasurer's second-reading speech that the Government
should move in the direction of equalizing the taxation burden on competing games.
Tattslotto has been at a competitive disadvantage in the rates of duty and other
arrangements affecting the conduct of the games. Prior to the proposed arrangement,
Soccer Pools Australia Pty Ltd retained approximately 28 per cent of subscriptions to
cover its central operating expenses and profit. The Bill, together with certain other
matters, reduces that proportion to 9·5 per cent. The organization operates, albeit on a
smaller turnover, on 9·5 per cent of the total subscription pool to cover its central operating
expenses and profit.
In contrast, Tattslotto retains 4·5 per cent of the subscription pool for its central
administrative cost and profit. It is a testament to the efficiency ofTattslotto that not only
does that organization operate successfully on that basis, but that it won the present
licensing arrangement at public tender. It has faced the discipline of competition and it is
important, to the extent that it is practical to do so, that the Government moves in the
direction of equalizing the competition. The Opposition supports the Bill in so far as it
does that.
The other anomaly is that when the Totalizator Agency Board operates on a basis where
it, in a broad sense, competes with Tattersall's and Soccer Pools Australia Pty Ltd on
sporting events, it operates on a margin of 8 per cent.
Again, Tattersall's has shown itself to be more efficient than the TAB, and if there is
competition, it ought not to be at a competitive disadvantage. Tattersall's has sought to
remove that competitive disadvantage where it plans to promote and to try new ventures
in the hope of increasing its turnover, which would have an effect on the State's revenue
and could be expected in the longer term to generate new revenue if those operations
succeed. Apparently the response of the present Government has been that Tattersall's
should cross-subsidize any proposed new venture out of the existing larger scale operation,
so Tattersall's is denied the opportunity that the T AB has had, for example, of
experimenting and going through a developmental stage in new ventures.
In the second-reading speech the Treasurer indicated that it is predicted revenue will
rise from $1·8 million to $8 million. It is clear that it is predicted on the assumption that
the Soccer Pools turnover will be approximately $470 000 a week on average over that full
year. I am advised that during 1984-85, Soccer Pools had an average turnover of$120 000
a week. Following changes in the format of the Tattslotto game, the average for 1985-86
is approximately $440 000, but the trend of a switch to Soccer Pools since the change has
been reversed, and I am advised that for the 1986 calendar year, of which there have been
approximately thirteen weeks, so far, the average weekly turnover in Soccer Pools is only
$390000.
It may be that as a result of impending changes in the way entries in Soccer Pools are
sold at the agents' point of deli very the turnover will increase, but it appears unlikely on
the figures available at present that the predicted turnover of $470000 a week averaged
over the year will be achieved in the next financial year, and the revenue might be less
than the $8 million indicated in the Treasurer's second-reading speech.
For the four reasons that I gave earlier, the Opposition will not oppose the Bill. In
conclusion, I state that I do not have a pecuniary interest in the Bill although it increases
the prize pool to 50 per cent. I have never purchased a Soccer Pools entry, but I am not
going to undertake that in the future it may not prove sufficiently attractive to entice me
to enter.
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-The National Party supports
the Bill. It is an intricate Bill and a few points should be made clear. It increases the
Government's tax from 32·5 per cent to 34 per cent or 35 per cent, depending on the
circumstances, with the aim that it should become 35 per cent as quickly as possible. I
should have liked to be a fly on the wall during negotiations between the Treasurer and
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Tattersall's because Tattersall's must have had an interesting discussion with the Treasurer,
to say the least.
The other interesting point is that the Soccer Pools prize pool was increased by agreement
from 37 per cent to a 50 per cent prescription. Those members of the community who are
interested enough to read the newspapers, if this matter is given publicity, will be fascinated
to know there is such a substantial increase.
The honourable member for Brighton spoke of increasing taxation rates. I criticize the
Government as strongly as anyone when it increases the taxing rates above the consumer
price index, but in this circumstance this is not the case. The greater the volume of a
lottery or betting on Tattslotto or Soccer Pools, the more scope there is to increase taxation
because the costs of running it are reduced on turnover and common sense says that
Soccer Pools should be the same as Tattslotto. The only reason it is not is that the lack of
turnover and the expense ratio have been higher than for the normal Tattslotto operation.
Ironically, Soccer Pools became more popular because of the change in the Tattslotto
numbers from 40 to 45. There was a consumer resistance which is now being overcome
more slowly than the powers that be would hope, but it did result in a considerable number
of people changing from Tattslotto to Soccer Pools. Part of what the Government is losing
in revenue from Tattslotto is hoped to be recouped through Soccer Pools.
The Bill is an interesting chapter in the Tattersall's saga that has been going on in this
State since the early 1950s. I pay tribute to the Tattersall's organization. It is a very efficient
organization and it has the confidence of the people of Victoria. In the nineteen years that
I have been a member of this place I have never had any complaint that reflected on the
integrity or administration of Tattersall's. That experience is shared by all honourable
members to whom I have spoken.
It is a great tribute to the organization. It is very efficiently run, and I hope the
Government is not stupid enough, as was its New South Wales cousin, the Wran
Government, to make a change, because I do not think anyone can run a leaner or more
efficient organization than the present Tattersall's organization, which has been operating
for many years. I know the Treasurer will appreciate that because, with his Ministerial
responsibilities over the past four years, he has had a closer relationship with Tattersall's
than anyone in the Chamber. I support the proposed legislation, as does my party. It will
be interesting to determine how the ratio investment goes between Soccer Pools and
Tattersall's in the months ahead.

Mr LEA (Sandringham)-The history of betting on soccer matches ~oes back a long
time in Victoria to just after the second world war. As a young man In my teens, my
colleagues, and I used to get Vernons Pools of Liverpool entries from overseas. They used
to come by air mail; we would fill them in, send them back and wait some time for the
results. On one occasion I had an entry that appeared at the time to be successful as the
dividend published in the Sporting Globe newspaper was the considerable amount of
33000 pounds. Honourable members can imagine my disappointment when a cheque
arrived for me for 1 pound 18 shillings and 2 pence-I had read the wrong dividend in the
newspaper.
The name ofVernons Pools of Liverpool has spread around the world in soccer circles,
and overseas that company is a tough competitor with other betting organizations. Aston
Villa, Liverpool, Arsenal, Manchester United and other soccer teams have become
household words throughout the world.
It was significant that Vernons Pools of Liverpool, United Kingdom, thought of starting
Soccer Pools in a conjoint venture in recent years so that Australians could bet on the
soccer matches played both in England and Australia and so that there could be a much
closer connection between the betting and the outcome.
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Each week, 38 matches are chosen from selected target matches of some 60 or 70. The
idea is that the contributor selects six score draws, lists them from highest to lowest and,
on the basis of that result, an assessment is made which finalizes the eventual dividend. If
there are not six score draws the result is decided on scoreless matches and then on the
best of the away wins.
The situation today is much different from that of the 1950s, when thousands of people
shared dividends in Vernons Pools in Australia. I believe such gambling has become
popular not only because of migration but also because of television broadcasting of such
matches. There is always a "match of the day", which has become a household concern.
SBS television broadcasts soccer matches on two or three nights each week.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member's contribution to the debate in regard
to soccer generally is, of course, fascinating. However, I direct his attention to the Bill,
which has two main purposes. One relates to the duty payable in regard to Soccer Pools;
that is really the breadth of the topic before the House.
Mr LEA-Thank you, Mr Speaker; I was trying to develop the point about linking the
possibilities of the outcome to the bet. When one examines the proposed legislation, one
notes that the total percentage of the pool which will eventually be paid out to the
successful winner, to the Government and to the sporting bodies, is embodied in the Bill.
I now direct the attention of the House to the contents of the Bill. The Bill increases the
actual dividend to be paid as a second prize from 37 per cent to 50 per cent. It also
increases the Government's revenue from 32·5 per cent to 34 per cent if the total
subscriptions of each pool amounts to $1 million; and, for an amount of more than $1
million it allows for a 35 per cent increment above that amount. If the total subscriptions
in anyone year are in excess of $104 million, which does not seem possible in the
foreseeable future, the total percentage of revenue to the Government would be 35 per
cent overall.
I have some concerns that the Treasurer should address. I hope the benefit to the
Government, the sport and the contributors will be reviewed. It is important for that to
occur. The Treasurer is trying to address this matter and ensure that an unfair advantage
is not given to soccer as against football, horse racing and other forms of betting. The
Treasurer is to be commended for trying to ensure a more favourable net result to the
Government and to the punters.
I suggest that matter should be reviewed so that the percentages that are decided as a
result of this Bill will be seen to be appropriate in the years to come. I commend the Bill
to the House, and suggest that the Treasurer note these remarks.
Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster)-The Government must be getting pretty desperate to
put the squeeze on Mr Sangster and Mr Rupert Murdoch. According to the Twenty-Fifth
Annual Report of the Totalizator Agency Board for 1985, Soccer Pools represents only 0·2
per cent of legalized gambling in this State. The report shows that in 1984-85, Soccer
Pools had a turnover of$5·4 million; Tattslotto had a turnover of$432·2 million; lotteries
had a turnover of$20 million; and Instant Tatts had a turnover of$53·8 million.
I would criticize the Government on introducing these measures into the House without
providing honourable members with sufficient background on the involvement in these
activities by the private enterprise partners. In view of the reports of the Corporate Affairs
Office that are available to the Government it ought to be able to inform honourable
members about the real owners of Soccer Pools.
I have with me an article that appeared in the Australian Financial Review on 9 March
1979-and it is the only information I have been able to obtain on this matter-that states
that, of the 450 000 $1 shares in Soccer Pools, Vernons Pools of Liverpool, United
Kingdom, owns 300000 shares; Y.V.(M) Nominees Pty Ltd owns 135000 shares; and
Ormskirk Investments Pty Ltd owns 15 000 shares. The last two companies have registered
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offices at 461 Bourke Street, Melbourne, which are the offices of accountants Yarwood and
Vane and Wilson Danby and Giddy; they are the address for a Murdoch family company.
The article also states that throughout Australia Soccer Pools earnt something of the
order of$26 million or $27 million from New South Wales, Queensland and Victoria, and
the bulk of it, which was $21·4 million, came from New South Wales. Interestingly, the
turnover of the Australian Capital Territory and Tasmania put together was $30 million,
and only the balance was represented by the turnover in Victoria and Queensland.
It seems that there has been almost no movement in Soccer Pools subscriptions over
the years. The article states:
In Victoria, gross subscriptions fell to $4 278 000 in 1977-78, from $4·446 million in 1976-77 and $4·923
million the previous year.
The Victorian Government's take was around $1·28 million in the latest year.

The breakup of each $1 subscribed in New South Wales is: 40 per cent to prizes and 30
per cent to the New South Wales Government, compared with the 32 per cent in this
State, which will become 34 per cent after this measure is passed; the various agents
receive 12·5 per cent; operating costs amount to 12·5 per cent, and 5 per cent represents
profits.
Of course, if as a result of this Bill and the statistics" the turnover in Victoria were to
rise, the national turnover could reach $100 million, which would provide a very nice
return to the Sangster and Murdoch families, whose companies own 450 000 $ I-shares in
Soccer Pools. Therefore, they could receive dividends of the order of 1000 per cent at the
expense of the punters who believe they will instantly obtain riches by investing in Soccer
Pools.
Like you, Mr Acting Speaker, I am an old-fashioned person and I do not mind people
receiving a return for their money. However, I wonder where this State is heading when
Soccer Pools and Tattersall's can receive such huge rake-off's at the expense of the small
punters. I make a protest at that situation.
I do not know where the old-fashioned values of the Labor Party have gone. I thought
the LaQor Party believed in socialism; if it believes in socialism, why does it not run its
own lottery instead of allowing Vernons Pools and Tattersall's to obtain the enormous
profits that they now enjoy?
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

PUBLIC CONTRACTS (REPEAL) BILL
The debate (adjourned from March 27) on the motion ofMr McCutcheon (Minister for
Water Resources) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr DELZOPPO (Narracan)-The Bill repeals the Public Contracts Act 1958 which
had its origins in 1917 when, following Federation, there was an upsurge in Federal
patriotism and Australians of that generation realized that preference should be given to
Australian made goods. It is a notion that has been weakened over the years and perhaps
it would do everyone well to re-examine this position and support locally made goods,
although in some areas that would be difficult due to the flood of overseas manufactured
articles.
Legislation similar to that proposed here is being enacted by all States, and I shall return
to that point shortly.
The original Act applies to a series of Government and semi-Government bodies, which
were compelled by the Act to purchase goods, mainly machinery, from Australian sources.
The list of authorities to which the original Act applies has been whittled away by time

900

ASSEMBLY

9 April 1986

Public Contracts (Repeal) Bill

and now applies only to the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works, the Melbourne
and Geelong port authorities and local water boards.
In 1917, if a tender was let for machinery or goods over the value of 500 pounds and if
any of the boards that were mentioned in the original Act wished to purchase overseas,
they had to satisfy the Minister of the day that the equivalent goods and services were not
available in Australia.
The most interesting effect of the Bill is that it will abolish the State preference scheme
whereby the various States give preference to tenderers within their own borders. This
particular practice has grown over the years and has been very much to Victoria's
disadvantage.
I am sure all honourable members have had complaints from manufacturers within
their electorates claiming that the preference system of another State had denied them
access for their goods and services to a contract in that particular State. The whole
situation was grossly unfair, especially so far as Victoria was concerned, because Victoria
is the major manufacturing State in Australia.
As I said, legislation similar to that proposed here will be enacted by all other States and
the Act affecting State preferences will be repealed with the signing by the States of a
National Preference Agreement on 1 July this year, as referred to in the explanatory
second-reading speech.
The agreement will bind all States to give preference to Australian made goods. The
National Preference Agreement is almost identical to the original Bill enacted in 1917
giving preference to Australian made goods.
The preference will be not only in monetary terms but also in non-monetary terms.
Victoria is the main manufacturing State and the outlawing of State preferences will do
much to put Victoria in a better position to compete with other firms in other States.
Victoria has been working for some time to abolish State preference schemes. Indeed,
this initiative was commenced by the previous Thompson Government which realizedas does the present Government-that Victoria was paying dearly for this State preference
scheme. It has taken a long time since that first attempt to abolish the scheme.
However, I am pleased that the Bill has come to fruition because it will mean that all
firms will have an equal opportunity of competing for Government contracts and the
abolition for all time of the frustration and the iniquities of the State preference scheme.
The Opposition supports the Bill and wishes it a speedy passage.
Mr STEGGALL (Swan Hill)-The National Party likewise supports the Bill, the details
of which have been referred to by the honourable member for Narracan.
The Bill repeals the Public Contracts Act 1958 and replaces the State preference scheme
which has been whittled away over the years so that the Act now applies only to the
Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works, the Melbourne and Geelong port authorities
and local water boards.
The Bill will replace the State preference scheme with a National Preference Agreement,
which will implement a national preference margin in favour of Australian industries to
assist companies facing overseas competition.
There is a strong possibility that Victorian manufacturers will be able to re-enter some
market areas that have been denied them in the past few years because of other State
preference schemes.
The National Preference Agreement will be signed and will come into operation on 1
July this year. However, in future, Governments will have to move away from these types
of restrictive practices. The National Party wishes the Bill a speedy passage.
The motion was agreed to.
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The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

CROWN INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY (ASSIGNMENT)
(AMENDMENT) BILL
The motion (last debated on March 27) of Mr Jolly (Treasurer) for the second reading
of this Bill was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

ZOOLOGICAL PARKS AND GARDENS (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from March 27) on the motion of Mr Cathie (Minister for
Education) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr WALLACE (Gippsland South)-The Bill is small; however, it is extremely significant
and I wish to comment on a number of points. The Bill allows for the authorization of the
waiving of admission charges to a zoological park. It is wonderful that members of the
public are able to visit the Melbourne Zoo on certain days when the charges are waived.
Over a number of years, enormous changes have taken place at the zoo and that is a
tremendous credit to the people involved.
The Bill changes the title of the Director of the Zoological Parks and Gardens to the
Chief Executive Officer of the Zoological Parks and Gardens. The chief executive officer
will be empowered to prevent overcrowding of a zoological park on days when people can
enter the park for no charge. For safety reasons, the chief executive officer will be able to
refuse entry to some people if the park is already full.
I commend the administration of the Zoological Gardens on the opening of the butterfly
house. I was fortunate to be present at the opening of the butterfly house, and a number of
people have since commented on what a magnificent spectacle it is. The baby gorilla has
also created enormous interest in the zoo, and I recommend that people who have not
recently visited the zoo do so very soon. The National Party supports the Bill and wishes
it a speedy passage.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-The Opposition supports the Bill, although I shall make
comments on some aspects of it. The Bill is fairly simple and contains a number of
provisions to change the quorum for meetings of the Zoological Board of Victoria, to
change the title of the Director of the Zoological Parks and Gardens to the Chief Executive
Officer of the Zoological Parks and Gardens, to allow the Governor in Council to waive
entrance charges for admission and to initiate crowd control measures.
The proposal regarding the quorum of meetings appears to be sensible, although
honourable members may wonder why the change is necessary. The Minister stated that
the measure was necessary in case the membership of the board was depleted. The Minister
did not indicate why the board's membership would be depleted. If the membership is
likely to be depleted, the Bill should contain a provision to cover the membership rather
than the quorum to ensure that the membership is not depleted. The Minister may refer
to that point when he closes the debate.
The proposal to change the title of the Director of the Zoological Parks and Gardens to
the Chief Executive Officer of the Zoological Parks and Gardens is sensible as it avoids
confusion with directors of other zoological parks.
The proposition to allow the Governor in Council to waive entrance charges for
admission to the property of the Zoological Board of Victoria is curious. The explanation
given in the second-reading speech is that there presently seems to be some doubt as to
whether the fees could be waived. After reading the principal Act, I am hard pressed to
understand why the charges could not be waived by regulation and why it must be done
by the Governor in Council. The regulations refer to a concession. In relation to any
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property owned or controlled by the Zoological Board of Victoria, surely the non-charging
of a fee is a concession in the same way as is the charging of half the current fee. I cannot
understand why that cannot be done under the previous scheme. However, the Opposition
has no real argument with that proposal.
It is all very well for the Government to say, "Let's have free entrance to the zoo on
various occasions such as WorkCare day and Victoria's 150th anniversary". The secondreading speech indicated that 42 000 people were admitted free of charge to the Melbourne
Zoo to celebrate Victoria's 150th anniversary.
If one considered the number of people who attended on that day and assumed that
each group averaged two parents and two children, on current admission charges it would
have cost the Zoological Board of Victoria $166 000 in forgone revenue. There is no
compensation to that board for that sort of largesse given by the Government. The
Melbourne Zoo, the Healesville Fauna Park and any other property controlled by the
Zoological Board of Victoria simply must forgo that revenue because no offset by way of
compensation has been made by the Government.
No doubt crowd control measures have been instituted by the board, not only to ensure
the safety of people visiting the Melbourne Zoo but also to ensure that people will go away
from that visit without the concept of the zoo being a crowded and unattractive place to
which they would not wish to return.
It is important that control is administered carefully to ensure that overcrowding does
not occur. The Zoological Board of Victoria is concerned to ensure that, when people visit
properties under its control, they leave after spending a pleasant day that was worth every
cent spent at the gate and are prepared to come back and to bring others with them. Word
of mouth advertising is worth infinitely more than expensive glossy brochures. People
must not go away with a wrong inlpression that is then passed on to others, because it is
ongoing patronage that is important for the properties controlled by the board.
The Opposition supports the Bill and hopes the Minister will take into consideration
the points I have raised, especially about free days and control of people allowed into the
board's properties, to ensure that the reputation and the attractions of places like the
Melbourne Zoo and the Healesville Fauna Park remain uppermost in the minds of people
who have spent the day there.
Mr SIMPSON (Niddrie)-I welcome the opportunity to support the Bill. No doubt
other honourable members have been afforded the opportunity, as I have, through various
Commonwealth Parliamentary Association study tours to visit British Commonwealth
and other countries throughout the world and have visited zoos in these other countries.
It is pleasing that the Melbourne Zoological Gardens rate in the top ten in the world. That
has been my own observation during visits to the United Kingdom, the United States of
America and Canada.
A dramatic change has occurred to the situation of animals at the Melbourne Zoo. The
enclosures are of such a high standard that it is almost as though the visitors to the zoo are
the ones who are in cages watching the animals. The honourable member for Gippsland
South referred to the small gorilla, Mzuri, and the tremendous attraction that he is at the
zoo. The honourable member also mentioned the butterfly section that was recently
opened and has become a great crowd pleaser. In the past few days, the Premier has
opened the new bear enclosure, which now houses the three cubs and their mothers, whom
I had the pleasure of seeing at the zoo in South Australia prior to the enclosure at the
Melbourne Zoo being completed. Those bears have been an instant success with the public
and are housed in an enclosure that provides a much more natural habitat for them than
was previously the case when bears were enclosed in cages.
I wish to congratulate a group of people about whom little is known. They are known as
FOTZ, Friends of the Zoo. These people do training courses, purchase their own uniforms
and offer their services on a roster basis so that properly informed and instructed guides
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can accompany visitors to the zoo. Not much is known of their work and I am pleased to
place on record my support of the admirable job done by those volunteers.
I recently had the opportunity of taking visitors from the Arakawa Rotary Club in Japan
on a visit to the zoo. This club was host to my daughter when she was an exchange student
in Japan some ten years ago. It was an enormous pleasure for me to meet my daughter's
host parents and others from that Japanese Rotary club. My daughter and I considered
that one of the most enlightening places to take these visitors would be to our Melbourne
Zoo and they were extremely pleased with what they saw.
I applaud the work done by those involved in Victoria's zoological parks and gardens
and look forward to a continuation of the advancement that is occurring in this section of
our community.
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-I thank the honourable members for Gippsland
South, Evelyn and Niddrie for their consideration and support of the Bill. The Melbourne
Zoo is one of the great zoos of the world. It is imaginative, innovative, exciting and
stimulating and situated in a splendid garden setting.

The honourable member for Evelyn raised a number of specific matters. He asked why
the quorum requirements have been changed from a quorum that must consist of the
majority of the members for the time of the board. There are specific reasons for that
change and I shall have that c1arified later. It could be because of the specific problems
that arose because of illness of a member or commitments of members that prevented
them from fulfilling the requirements of the existing legislation.
The waiving of charges would occur only on an important occasion, such as Victoria's
150th Anniversary celebrations. That perhaps is reason enough and because it does involve
forgone revenue it should be determined by the Governor in Council. It will certainly
mean that on those occasions revenue will be forgone but it may also mean that people
who may not have planned to visit the zoo previously will do so on an open day and may
be attracted to visit the zoo on a subsequent occasion. One therefore needs to consider the
long-term benefits as well as the immediate effects of open days.
In any case there would be a considerable contribution of Government funds to the zoo.
It is a Bill that meets specific problems that have arisen and it will mean the better running

of the zoo in the future.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

DECENTRALIZED INDUSTRY (HOUSING) REPEAL BILL
The debate (adjourned from March 13) on the motion of Mr Wilkes (Minister for
Housing) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr RAMSA Y (Balwyn)-The Bill has been introduced by the Government to abolish
the Decentralized Industry Housing Authority and it is proposed to do so by repealing the
Act that established the authority. The Opposition does not oppose the winding up of the
authority under the circumstances, but it is a sad reflection of the Government's approach
to the development of Victoria.

I should like to explain to the House what has happened in this regard. The Decentralized
Industry Housing Authority was established in 1973 with the specific task of helping to
orchestrate the provision of housing for the use of employees involved in developing
decentralized industry. This was as a direct result of the policies of former Governments
who saw the balanced development of country Victoria as an integral part of the social
and economic progress of this State.
The authority was there to provide special assistance that might be required from time
to time to help enterprises proposing to establish themselves in rural Victoria to provide
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adequate housing for employees. There is absolutely no sense in encouraging the
establishment of industry in rural Victoria or in the more remote parts of the State unless
something is done about housing at the same time for those who are to be involved in
such industries.
It was a clear and sensible concept that there should be a Decentralized Industry
Housing Authority to fulfil this function. In the early years of the authority's function that
is precisely what it did; it either provided loans directly to persons who were qualified to
receive them or enlisted the support of the State Bank in making such loans available.
In the Government's view the authority's function is now unnecessary, inappropriate
and costly. It is for that reason that it is winding up the authority. It would seem that the
authority now is unnecessary, inappropriate and costly, not simply because of decisions
made by the Government in recent months, but as a result of decisions made as far back
as July 1982-almost four years ago.
I am not sure whether honourable members have had an opportunity of examining the
annual report submitted by the authority to the Government on 20 November last year
which was tabled in the House. A statement appears in the front of the annual report
addressed to the Minister for Housing. It is signed by the three members and the secretary
of the authority. The report states:
In accordance with the provisions of Section 16 of the Decentralized Industry (Housing) Act 1973, No. 8409
the authority now submits its twelfth annual report which covers its activities during the twelve months ended
30th June 1985.
As a result of the Actuaries Report, and in view of the rationalization ofthe Government's future commitment
to decentralization in Victoria, the lending function of the authority was suspended in July 1982.

It takes the authority to remind the Government in its report for the year ended June 1985

that the Government had stopped the authority functioning effectively three years earlier.
Now we "are given this great rationalization of functions by the repeal of the Decentralized
Industry (Housing) Act. The Government stopped the authority acting in its main activity
three years ago. Yet, it is dependent on the authority still providing an annual report to
Parliament speaking in very kind words about the rationalization of the Government's
future commitment to decentralization in Victoria.
It is no rationalization; it is a denial of any interest in decentralization in Victoria. The
Government is no longer interested in the particular needs of rural Victoria. It is not
interested in a constructive program of encouraging industry to take advantage of setting
up employment opportunities in rural Victoria. The Government has taken a completely
different course and it will be choosing its own way of achieving economic development.
It can favour those areas that it, in its own wisdom, sees fit to favour. The Government's
moves in deciding on the relative merits of one location over another are something
known only to the Government. It has not spelt them out in any reasonable terms. The
Government has not given the opportunity to different areas in Victoria of competing on
an equal basis for the development of industry in their locations. The Government will be
setting up its own program.

The Bill repeals the Decentralized Industry (Housing) Act and also says two things
loudly and clearly to the people of Victoria. Firstly, that the Government's level of support
for balanced development is zero. It is abandoning any constructive program of achieving
balanced development and abandoning any special provision for housing to support that
development.
Secondly, it says something loudly and clearly about the administrative efficiency of the
Government. Having given an instruction that the authority would cease to function in
July 1982, it has taken the Government until March 1986-almost four years-to get
around to winding down the authority and to pass the necessary legislation to repeal the
Act.
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The Opposition does not oppose the winding up of the authority because the Government
stopped using it four years ago. It would be madness to leave it sitting on the books. When
the Opposition returns to Government it will be with a valued commitment to the
balanced economic development of Victoria which will stand in marked contrast to the
program this Government has put into place.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-It is a sad day for Victoria when honourable members
must debate this so-called small piece of proposed legislation. The Bill confirms the Labor
Government's policy that decentralization is dead in Victoria. If anyone was under any
misapprehension about the attitude taken by the Victorian Government, the Bill confirms
that it is not interested in a continuation of balanced development in country Victoria,
and that was referred to by the honourable member for Balwyn. The Government will not
provide assistance for the further development of industries operating in country Victoria,
despite the disadvantages under which they operate.
The Bill is the final nail in the coffin for assistance to decentralized industry. It may be
part of the Government's policy, but the National Party does not agree with it. The
National Party is totally opposed to actions taken by the Labor Government against
industries operating in country Victoria and potential industry that might move to country
Victoria in the future. Those industries will now remain where they are because of the Bill.
The former Housing Commission was established by a Country Party Government in
the late 19405 to build housing in country Victoria. That was the basic objective of the
Housing Commission at that time because it recognized the significant problems faced by
industries and people living in country areas. A former Minister of Housing and of
Materials in a Country Party Government, the Honourable Ivan Swinburne, spoke strongly
on many occasions about this issue. In recent years he stated that housing in country areas
is the key to the development of country Victoria.
Honourable members should reflect on what comes first: the chicken or the egg. Should
industry be put into country Victoria and housing then follow, or should housing be
provided and industry then move to country Victoria? The Honourable Ivan Swinburne
made it clear that housing should come first if there is to be further development in
country Victoria. However, this Government has changed the basic premises that the
Housing Commission has followed in past years.
The former Liberal Government also recognized that enormous spending on housing
should occur in country Victoria and the greatest proportion of funding for housing was
allocated. The Labor Government is changing the rules because the majority of funding
for housing is being spent in metropolitan Melbourne. The former Labor Minister of
Housing recently said to me that it is quite clear where Victoria's population lies; the
population is in metropolitan Melbourne so the Government is putting most of its money
and effort into metropolitan Melbourne. That statement certainly ties in with the Bill, and
that is precisely what the Government has done.
Mr Wilkes-That has nothing to do with housing.
Mr JASPER-It has everything to do with housing in country areas. I spoke earlier
about funding for housing generally but country housing is also covered by the Bill.
Legislation was introduced by the former Liberal Government in 1973 to provide
housing for industry in country Victoria. I applaud the Honourable Murray Byrne, who
was the Minister for State Development and Decentralization in the early 1970s, because
he had a commitment-Mr McNamara-He had a vision!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stirling)-Order! If the honourable member for Benalla
can restrain himself, I shall give him the call.
Mr JASPER-The Honourable Murray Byrne had a vision for decentralization and it
included the provision of funds for industry to decentralize into country Victoria.
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The former Liberal Government introduced legislation as part of that package in 1973
and established the Decentralized Industry Housing Authority. The second-reading notes
of the Minister stated what the authority did over a period of time; 1074 housing loans
were provided-Mr Wilkes-They weren't all provided by the authority, there was a guarantee and the
money was provided by the banks.
Mr JASPER-I thank the Minister for Housing for paying attention to my comments.
I respect him for listening closely to the points I am making because ifhe does that he may
change his thinking about country Victoria and the need to provide special assistance to
decentralized industry. The facts are that loans were provided through the authority.
I shall refer the House to a specific decentralized industry to highlight the need for
existing legislation to be retained. This will endorse the comment of the Minister that the
authority not only provided loans on occasions but also guarantees so that industries
could obtain loans from banks for key personnel who moved to country Victoria.
Yarrawonga Housing Industries decentralized from metropolitan Melbourne to
Yarrawonga in the electorate of Murray Valley in 1974. Part of the package of assistance
provided by the then Liberal Government involved loans to purchase two houses for the
two key personnel who owned the firm, Mr Hall and Mr Gibson. Those two gentlemen
sold their houses in Melbourne and utilized the money that was provided from the sale of
their houses in the business they were developing in Yarrawonga. That business was a
successful decentralized industry involved in building mobile homes. It is a true success
story.
Special incentives were provided for the business to move from metropolitan Melbourne
to Yarrawonga in north-eastern Victoria. The business was based on sound development
and has now expanded to the stage where it is successfully building a large number of
mobile homes in Yarrawonga. Part of the deal was to pay $110 000 to develop a factory,
and the two key personnel were able to invest $ 70 000 from the sale of their Melbourne
homes and procure a $40 000 overdraft from the bank for the operation of their business.
The Decentralized Industry Housing Authority provided funds for the purchase of houses
at Yarrawonga. Originally the authority was to provide the moneys through loan funds
but because it did not have sufficient funds at the time, it provided the business with
guarantees for funding from what is now the State Bank and a subsidy on the interest rate
being paid at that time was applicable.
I discussed the proposed legislation with Alan Hall recently and he said to me, "If
decentralization is to be worth while in the future, there must be incentives for industry to
move into country Victoria". If Victoria is to have balanced development, incentives
must apply, but it comes down to a matter of philosophy.
The philosophy of the National Party is clear. It intends to present to Parliament the
strongest possible views and will present to Victorians strong policies directed at a
continuation of special assistance to country industry and for funding so that housing can
be provided to the owners or key personnel of businesses.
Unfortunately, the Government believes decentralization is dead. The Bill is of no
interest to the Government. I noted the point made by the honourable member for Balwyn
and I took the opportunity of obtaining the latest report from the authority. I read with
interest the statement to the Minister for Housing signed by the people involved in the
authority: the three members and the secretary. They said that the lending function of the
authority was suspended in July 1982.
That shows the sort of commitment that the Government has to assisting industry in
country Victoria. No commitment at all! That is what I call it, to not provide any funds
whatsover.
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Of course, a large amount is still owing to the authority and, if one looks at the balance
sheet, one sees that the assets of the authority at 30 June 1985 amounted to $7 473 511; so
in fact there is a commitment on these 1074 houses, or whatever number still have loans
applicable to them, that have been provided in the past and will now be taken over by the
Ministry of Housing.
It is disappointing to the National Party that the authority has not operated to assist the
development of country industry since July 1982. It has died a natural death so far as the
Government is concerned, but the National Party does not believe that should have
happened. It believes the authority should continue to function, and it should be part of
the authority's charter to continue to ensure that special assistance funds are provided to
industry in country Victoria, as an incentive for industry to move into country areas. This
is an excellent way to entice key staff to move to country areas, and is an excellent way of
retaining specialized staff in country areas.
A company, called "Best Foods", which is being developed at Wahgunyah in the Shire
of Ruth erglen, employs over 400 people and is expanding. Key personnel coming into this
area cannot obtain housing, and the company is having difficulty in providing adequate
housing for its staff. If the current legislation remained in force, the company could go to
Government and say, "We need assistance and we need incentives to encourage people to
shift into country areas". One of those incentives would be the provision of appropriate
housing in country centres.
In many country centres there is not enough housing available in the first place and
there is not appropriate housing. The National Party will vote against the Bill because it
believes the authority should continue to exist and to provide incentives. It should provide
funding support for industry in the moves that should be taken to transfer appropriate
industries into country Victoria. All the Government is interested in is a redirection of
funds into metropolitan Melbourne to make it a bigger, brighter and better Melbourne.
That is what it wants; that seems to be its policy.
The National Party supports balanced development across Victoria and special incentives
for industry operating in country areas with continuing assistance for housing. One of the
key areas of assistance for people who are moving to country areas with industry is the
provision of housing for key personnel in those industries.
Mr J. F. McGRATH (Warrnambool)-I support my colleague.
Mr I. W. SMITH (Polwarth)-On a point of order, the National Party has just indicated
that it is opposing the Bill. I stood at the same time as the honourable member for
Warrnambool. The lead speaker for the Liberal Party in this debate has indicated that the
Liberal Party will support the Bill and I believe the call should have been given to this
side.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stirling)-Order! I was watching the honourable member
for Warrnambool; I was remiss, and I call the honourable member for Polwarth. I shall
call the honourable member for Warrnambool next.
Mr I. W. SMITH-I apologize to the honourable member for Warrnambool for any
embarrassment that that might have caused, but I believe it is the correct procedure for
you to adopt.
I shall address the House briefly on the Bill, not because it has any specific effect now,
and therefore the National Party in its attitude is only wanting to grab a headline from the
few newspapers it controls because, as the honourable member for Murray Valley said,
this provision has been totally inoperative and, therefore, ineffective since July 1982.
Although the honourable member is correct in castigating this socialist, centralist
Government for its lack of appreciation of the needs of decentralization in this State-The ACTING SPEAKER-Order! There is too much audible conversation.
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Mr I. W. SMITH-I would like you, Mr Acting Speaker, to hear what I have to say
because you, unlike most of your colleagues, have ventured beyond the tram tracks and
witnessed the great advantage of living and of people having industry in the country and
you would appreciate the need for it.

This measure has been inoperative since 1982 and the National Party has not on any
previous occasion-and many previous occasions have been available to it-criticized
the Government on this matter. Certainly it has criticized the Government on the lack of
a decentralized industry policy but for National Party members to oppose this measure is
simply a matter of semantics and a little bit of headline grabbing from some of the few
newspapers in which the National Party still seems to have an impact.
Although the honourable member for Balwyn has indicated that the Liberal Party will
support the repeal of this measure, it does so for practical reasons: that the Act since 1982
has been inoperative; that the Government has no intention of making it operative; that
the officers responsible for its administration are required to furnish reports to the AuditorGeneral and to Parliament; it is a waste of time and money; and therefore, there is no
further purpose for the Act. Surely that does not let the Government off the hook in its
over-all lack of understanding of the needs of decentralized industry.
The honourable member for Murray Valley has quite rightly pointed out that housing
is a necessary convenience with any proper decentralized industry policy. One needs only
to look through the last three or four Budgets of this socialist, centralist Government to
note the massive expansion in expenditure in areas such as public transport and welfare,
which are all part of a syndrome of central urbanization in the sort of society the
Government wishes to encourage. It is costly to do this. It is far cheaper to encourage
industries which will have a geographic and logistic advantage, and which can operate
economically in the country.
It is far more economic, both in social terms and in financial terms, to encourage those
industries to decentralize into country areas where the work force tends to be more stable
and more productive, where the natural resources are close at hand and where value can
be added to the product before costly transport and communications are involved.
The Government can be castigated for ever for its lack of understanding. The proof of
the wisdom of what I have been saying and some of what the honourable member for
Murray Valley has been saying has been the rapid escalation in costs of servicing an everburgeoning metropolitan Melbourne where self-reliance has become a thing of the past,
where subsidized public transport-trams, buses and trains-and subsidized welfare
services seem to burgeon beyond the financial capacity of self-reliant people in society to
pay.
By following the Budget statements made in Federal Parliament and this Parliament
over the past two or three years one can predict with confidence the coming of a day of
reckoning. The Act, which virtually has been inoperative since July 1982, is simply a
symptom of a sickness suffered by people whose views are socialistic and who want to
socialize all power. I know it would suit members of the Labor Party to have under thumb
a subservient work force all trade unionized, highly organized and highly militant within
the closest possible confines of a central metropolitan area. It has not suited them to have
people who understand productivity by virtue of the fact that they are in closer commune
with the elements. They do not want to move industries into a rural environment where
workers will play a more productive role, be more remote and, therefore, less likely to be
subservient to the ever-growing burden of centralized union control, all of which goes
hand in hand with the socialist Government of Victoria.
The Bill is just a symptom of the sickness brought upon society by this socialist
Government. It is a sad day when Parliament needs to repeal an Act like this, and there is
no sense in not passing the Bill because the Government has demonstrated since July
1982 that it has no intention of doing anything for decentralization and, therefore, no
intention of doing anything for decentralized industry housing. It is only because that
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makes logical sense in circumstances over which members of the Liberal Party have no
control, that the repeal of the Act is supported.
Mr J. F. McGRA TH (Warrnambool)-I support my colleague, the honourable member
for Murray Valley, in putting forward the opposition of the National Party to the Bill. I
listened with interest to the honourable member for Polwarth. I should have thought it
would have been far better to maintain the National Party position on the Bill and show
some opposition to the socialist Government for the manner in which it has treated
country people, instead of aspiring to its wishes and supporting its proposed legislation.
Surely, the Government has castigated country Victoria for the past three or four years
through a lack of decentralization initiatives and the provision offew facilities for country
people.
I do not need to place on record what the Government has done to decentralization
programs to attract industries to country areas. In the Warrnambool electorate, the Fletcher
Jones organization has been moving operations and jobs across the border into South
Australia because the socialist Government has decided to withdraw decentralization
incentives while the South Australian Government is happy to encourage the organization
across the border. That is one of the reasons why the National Party opposes the measure.
The Bill is another fragmentation of the rights of country people to receive
decentralization incentives. The fact that the Act has been virtually inoperable since 1982
is not a val\d argument for supporting its repeal. It is a disgrace that the Government S~.w
fit to place it on the sideboard in 1982 as if to say, "to hell with country Victoria; we will
look after the city". That attitude is evident from an examination of the distribution of
Ministry for Housing funds in the city as compared with the distribution in the country.
I appeal to the Minister to give careful consideration to this issue because people are
moving from the city back to the country. A few years ago there was an influx to the city
because people moved in the hope of finding that ever-elusive position. However, today
they find that they would rather be unemployed in the country than in the city. The trend
is for people to move back into various country locations. When the original Bill was
introduced in 1974 honourable members spoke about difficulties at that time in obtaining
Housing Commission homes.
Mr WILKES (Minister for Housing)-On a point of order, although it may be interesting
to know what the Ministry for Housing is doing in the Warrnambool electorate, the Bill
has nothing to do with the operations of the Ministry in that area.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! I accept the point of order. A certain
amount of latitude is allowed in the second-reading debate, but I suggest the honourable
member for Warrnambool makes only a passing reference to that matter.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-I wish to address you, Mr Deputy Speaker, on the point of
order.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-I have ruled on the point of order.
Mr PLOWMAN-I raise a further point of order. Clause 1 states that the purposes of
the Bill is to transfer the functions of the Decentralized Industry Housing Authority to the
Director of Housing. It is apparent that the transfer of the authority comes under the
Ministry of Housing. Therefore, a reference to former Housing Commission policies is
relevant under clause 1 of the Bill.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-I have ruled on the point of order. Although it has been
past practice that the second-reading debate is rather wide, it is not wide enough to allow
debate on the area in which the honourable member has been transgressing.
Mr J. F. McGRATH (Warrnambool)-I was about to make the point that when the
original Bill was introduced it was indicated that there was a two-year waiting list for
Housing Commission homes. That was in 1974, and the situation has not changed today.
Homes are still homes, whether they are allocated to a certain income bracket or another
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group of people. When there is a shortage of accommodation the whole group of people
requiring housing is competing on that market. Something should be done about improving
the housing situation, especially in country Victoria.
I reiterate that the National Party opposes the Bill because it removes the rights of
country people to obtain adequate housing. It is interesting to note that during the period
the authority has been in operation, it has issued 1074 loans. Although some have been
provided from the authority, a substantial number have been provided by the State Bank;
483 loans were provided directly by the authority and 591 loans were provided by the
State Bank. I understand that 252 of the 1074 loans are still outstanding, representing an
amount outstanding of$5·8 million. Those outstanding loans will in future be handled by
the Ministry of Housing.
Therefore, the simple fact that the Government has not seen fit to use this legislation
since 1982 is surely. not justification for repealing it and throwing it out. It is probably
similar to throwing out the baby with the bathwater. Where is the sense? I certainly cannot
see the sense.
Today, the Ministry of Housing is in desperate strife trying to provide adequate housing,
and the Government is using this method to bring under that Ministry's control quite a
number of houses that are now being occupied outside normal Ministry of Housing
guidelines. It is doing that in an attempt to shorten the apparent housing waiting list..
Softwood Holdings Ltd, for example, in Portland, is one company concerned about that
situation because-and I do not want to move too wide of the mark-housing in Portland,
with the growth of the Alcoa smelter, is a major problem. Rents have escalated for any
type of three-bedroom home to $250 a week and in some cases $300 a week. In this
instance some of those homes will be lost from Softwood Holdings Ltd and, under the
Ministry of Housing banner seventeen families wiU effectively be put back out into the
market-place to look for appropriate accommodation.
I add my support to the remarks made by the honourable member for Murray Valley
on the National Party's opposition to the Bill. The National Party did not lightly make the
decision to oppose the Bill. We talked about it in the party room and in the various
electorates and I repeat that we see the Bill as another withdrawal of support and, more
importantly, as another decided signal that country Victoria does not receive the significant
recognition that it deserves.
As a representative of a country electorate, I oppose the Bill because the Government
ought to be introducing decentralization incentives rather than taking them away.
The Bill probably does not need any further comment except to say that members of
the National Party, as representatives of country Victoria, again expressed disappointment
at the manner in which country people have been treated. One has only to look at the last
couple of Budgets to see the reduction in funding for country Victoria.
If one looks at the current situation and the rural crisis, it should become clear that this
sort of Bill will only add to those already staggering burdens.

I implore the Minister for Housing and the Government to have a think about their
strategy and the directions they are taking and give recognition to the value and importance
of rural Victoria to the· over-all economy and the well-being not just of this Government
but also of future Governments, and· particularly to the children of tomorrow, because if
we do not support country Victoria today there will be no tomorrow. For those reasons, I
oppose the Bill.
Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-The honourable member for Warrnambool developed
a most telling case and illustrated it with the example of Fletcher J ones and Staff Ltd of
Warrnambool. The argument flows that if there is in any country community, inadequate
housing, and if staff essential to new operations in the community cannot get housing or
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have to compete for inadequate housing, it is difficult for businesses to contemplate either
moving to that area or expanding their operations in that area.
The argument the honourable member put was that there are waiting lists for Ministry
of Housing houses of upwards of two years and in many country areas it would be worse
than that-in my area it is far worse than that because we are lumped in with Dandenong,
which is an area of great pressure for Ministry of Housing accommodation.
The electorate I represent is not in one of those areas of Victoria that qualify for
decentralization benefits, but it is a near-city electorate and it was not the intention of
Parliament when decentralization was introduced that there should be encouragement for
industry merely to move out of the suburbs into the inner country areas. It was not the
intention to try to balance the population of Victoria and use country community resources
such as water supply and sewerage to justify the provision of such services between urban
and country communities that would perhaps not otherwise justify a full range of services.
The Bill is significant for the abandonment by the Government of its commitment
previously made on the basis of all-party support to decentralization. I do not suppose
there would be honourable members on any side of the House or from any party who
would not give great credit to the Honourable Murray Byrne for the work he did in
developing principles for decentralization and for the later work that carried forward those
principles through decentralized industries housing assistance.
The cogent point was made to the Government that one of the obstacles to successfully
moving businesses from the metropolitan area to country Victoria-and I am particularly
mindful of Cash's Labels, a significant industry, which moved from the city to Leongathais that unless there is the opportunity for senior executives from an existing industry to
obtain suitable housing in country areas, the chances of the move being made are that
much less. I suppose the repeal of the Bill really represents the Government hammering
the nail into the coffin of decentralization and any acceptance of decentralization as
opposed to political favouritism.
Instead of a plain and understandable rule of decentralization benefits for country
industries, irrespective of their political connections or their ability to articulate a case to
a particular Government member or Government Minister, we now have the opposite.
Political favouritism at its very worst now exists where those industries in the pocket of
the Government will receive assistance and those industries in the country that are not in
the pocket of the Government are likely not to receive assistance. In this situation, instead
of recycling the outstanding amounts that have been invested in decentralized industry
housing so that further decentraJized industry housing could be built, there is an obvious
desire by the Government to receive the payments and repayments under the existing
loans and to put the money back into the Ministry of Housing. These accommodation
needs will become part of the ever-increasing waiting list; and I say "ever-increasing
waiting list" because the honourable member for Warrnambool was not unkind enough
to mention it, but there are now in excess of27 000 people waiting for Ministry of Housing
accommodation. Many of those are in the country and many have been waiting for years.
Part of the objective of achieving a balance of population and job opportunities in
country towns was for industry to move from Melbourne to country locations and thus
provide jobs for those people who could not be occupied on farms but who nevertheless
looked for jobs. Fletcher Jones was a pioneering example in this State of a quality name
product and a different management style. It is an important industry to the local
community and has been outstandingly successful.
If we make it more difficult for industries to move or expand, we will deny country
people job opportunities; we will deny country communities the opportunity of obtaining
balanced services; we will undermine the justification for the town sewerage, the town
water, the community facilities that ought to be developed for the existing population and
for a possibly expanded population in country areas.
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Therefore, Ijoin issue with the honourable member for Warrnambool because if I were
representing an area such as he does, I must say I would rather that a business executive
or a skilled employee in an expanding industry came and occupied a house in my area
than have some person who had given up hope of getting a job and was on unemployment
relief simply move to the country because it is a better way oflife.
I emphasize the positive aspects, which is exactly what the honourable member did in
his remarks and he made a most telling case against the Government. The Bill may as well
be buried, as the Government has buried the policy of decentralization. In future years,
the Government may want to revive decentralization and revive incentives for
decentralized housing as well and may try to revive the strength of the policy enunciated
by the Honourable Murray Byrne and implemented by Liberal Governments, by which
many industries were encouraged to move to country Victoria and many industries in
country Victoria were encouraged to expand.
The population growth in country areas of Victoria was at a higher rate than in the
metropolitan area. That is a desirable feature unless one is addicted to the competition
between Melbourne and Sydney. Any member of this Parliament who is addicted to that
competition is not facing up to his responsibilities because country areas of Victoria are
important to the city and metropolitan area. Without the survival of and an increase in,
as well as a wider range of job opportunities in country areas, we are all the poorer.
Decentralization was an essential tool in offering incentives to existing industries to
move to country locations and for existing country-based industries to expand. The
Government has thrown aside that tool, together with pay-roll tax incentives that were
previously available. Instead the Government favours picking and choosing among its
political friends and country industries on the basis of who makes the best case to the
Minister or which seat is the most vulnerable. We have long since stopped expecting the
Government to assist country areas or country industries.
Many members of the Opposition and National parties have seen examples ofindustries
that have suffered under the Labor Government. Those industries have not expanded and
have not taken the opportunity of developing or moving to country areas because the
Government is not interested in promoting decentralization.
I am happy to defer the debate to my colleague, the honourable member for Benambra,
who has experience in the city of Wodonga and other communities in north-eastern
Victoria. He will reinforce the remarks of the honourable member for Warrnambool and
express the concern shared by the Opposition and the National Party re$arding the failure
of the Government to have any decentralization policies to provlde facilities and
employment opportunities across Victoria in favour of picking and choosing political
friends to receive handouts from the consolidated bodies.
Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra)-This is another step towards the winding down of the
positive decentralization policies of former Liberal Governments in Victoria. These policies
were supported whole-heartedly by members of the National Party. The Honourable
Murray Byrne's ten-point plan has often been referred to by the Leader of the National
Party as a fine example of positive support by a Liberal Government to achieve a better
State; to achieve balanced development; to give equity and confidence to country people;
to bring together country and city people in a partnership; and to set a firm foundation for
the State to grow and develop in the way that people with vision would like it to grow.

The Bill is the end of another chapter in that very successful era of positive policies. The
Opposition is faced with the sad task of being a responsible Opposition in the face of a
Government that has said that the Decentralized Industry Housing Fund, which has
existed for some years, will no longer be funded. On that basis, the fund becomes defunct.
The Opposition is faced with proposed legislation that provides that the fund will no
longer be funded by the Government so it will be repealed. The attitude of the Opposition
is that, if the Government is firm in its intention, it must also be responsible for its actions.
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The passage of this Bill will further illustrate to the people of Victoria the difference
between the Cain Labor Government and the alternative Government-the Liberal
Government, supported substantially by the National Party in its approach to balanced
development.
Let there be no misunderstanding by any honourable member about the stand of the
Opposition. Let there be no misrepresentation by any honourable member who might be
tempted to misrepresent the position of the Opposition. It should be made clear that the
Opposition reluctantly says it will not oppose the proposed legislation. The Opposition
does not support the Bill but does not oppose it. The Government's intransigent attitude
has meant we have had to say that if the fund is not to be funded there is no point in its
existence because it is an empty shell. Therefore, with sadness and regret, the fund must
go.
The Government's approach to decentralization should be put in context and compared
with the approach of the Opposition. Our concern, as Her Majesty's Opposition, is that
this Government does not seem to realize what it is doing and it is damaging the State's
economy and social structure because of its blind approach to the growth of Victoria and
its obvious bias towards development in the metropolitan area.
It is well recorded that Australia has special problems-geographically, economically
and socially. Australia is almost 200 years old and most of its population is concentrated
in coa~tal areas and in the major capital cities. About 73 per cent of Victorians live in
Melbourne. If one travels throughout the world to large cities like New York--

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! The honourable member should return
to the Bill.
Mr LIEBERMAN-Yes. In the context of decentralization policies, I wish to
demonstrate that the repeal of this fund is an indication that the Government is proceeding
along a path taken by other nations, to their regret. Great cities of the world-older than
Sydney and Melbourne-have experienced enormous economic and social problems
because of the concentration of industry and commerce in sin~e areas within nations.
Australia is particularly vulnerable because of its vast geographIc area, and most people
live in either Sydney or Melbourne.
It is vital that State and Federal Governments in Australia should adopt policies that
recognize the need for development, sensibly and economically, on a balanced basis rather
than concentrated around the cities.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Order! I ask the honourable member to return to the Bill. I
have given him a lot oflatitude but he is straying too much.
Mr LIEBERMAN-The Bill is designed to remove from the statute-book legislation
covering the provision of funds for housing, which was aimed at helping to achieve
balanced development and decentralization in this State. It is in that context, and in the
mosaic of policies involved, that I submit the Government is putting Victoria on a course
that other nations in the world lament-that is, the Government is dismantling positive
programs that were designed to encourage balanced development in Victoria.
Over the past four years the respective Ministers responsible for economic development
have stated that the Government will dismantle the Liberal Party's ten point plan. The
Government is already in the process of removing a number of incentive programs which
have encouraged industries to establish in country Victoria. No matter what the
Government might say, inevitably the result of that dismantling process will be greater
concentration of industrial growth and development in the major capital cities. Hence
there will be more associated residential development in the metropolitan area and an
increase in the cost of urban infrastructure associated with the large cities.
Melbourne is one of the most dispersed cities in the world. Fortunately it is spread out
over a large area but the costs of servicing growth in the city are high. That is another
Session 1986-32
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problem that will flow from the proposed legislation. The former Liberal Government, of
which I was a member, took the view that earmarking funds especially identified for
decentralized housing was a positive way of encouraging industry and commerce to make
the often difficult decision to re-establish in country Victoria rather than in Melbourne, as
was traditionally the case.
The reason for earmarking funds was to demonstrate the sense of purpose and
determination of the Government of the day to provide funding and special programs like
Murray Byrne's ten point plan to encourage balanced development in the State. It also
illustrated to industry and commerce that the Government was fair dinkum about this
approach. Historically, that is why the Decentralized Industry Housing Fund was
established.
The Government decided to discontinue funding the Decentralized Industry Housing
Authority and its fund and, therefore, they will be scrapped. That highlights an error in
the marketing strategy alone. If the Government wants to encourage investment throughout
the State other than in metropolitan Melbourne, and this is good social and economic
reasoning, and then proceeds to dismantle the front office, as it were, of the particular
Government department which is responsible for that program, industry and commerce
will readily discern that the Government is not fair dinkum about its decentralization
proposal and will invest more in metropolitan Melbourne.
Unfortunately that spin-off has proven to be adverse to the interests of the nation. This
is evidenced by nations that are older than Australia and that have suffered the huge urban
problems of trying to service vast cities which have become so large as to be totally
unmanageable. The Bill will accelerate that problem in Melbourne.
The Opposition certainly does not support the proposed legislation. It has a duty as the
alternative Government to respond to it on behalf of the people of Victoria. It must try to
make the Government see the error of its ways and change its direction. The Government
has stubbornly refused to alter the course it is on and has failed, I believe, to provide
funding in the past four State Budgets for the Decentralized Industry Housing Fund.
The Opposition could decide to oppose the measure in another place, but the
Government has stated that it will no longer finance the authority; therefore, it will be a
shell. The Opposition might take the view that the responsibility is on the Government's
head if it chooses to discontinue funding this decentralization program.
The Government has shown no sign of reviewing its policy; therefore, the Opposition
has an obligation to demonstrate to Victorians that the Government has ignored the cries
of Her Majesty's Opposition and the National Party as well as many others throughout
Victoria and in doing so has removed itself from reality. The Government is determined
to achieve its policy which is against the long-term interests of the State, of disnlantling all
legislation associated with the Decentralized Industry (Housing) Act 1973.
The Opposition must highlight and dramatize what the Government is doing and
demonstrate the alternatives in the best way that it can so that people can recognize the
difference between "us and them" at the next election. The Opposition will do that, I
believe, with the National Party. I share an electorate with two representatives of the
National Party and I know that they must be agonizing over the best way in which to
demonstrate what the Government is about and how to behave responsibly in doing so.
The Opposition and the National Party do not want the Legislative Council placed in a
position that will allow the Premier to say incorrectly and unfairly at a later stage that the
opposition parties are using that place intransigently so that he can achieve his long-term
aim of abolishing the Upper House. All those things need to be weighed up.
I am glad I represent a country electorate and am able to understand the problems my
constituents face. If the Decentralized Industry Housing Authority is to die, so be it, and
it shall be buried, but the next Kennett Liberal Government, with the support of the
National Party, will propose the positive programs and policies that will put the State back
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on the right course and help to shape its future in the short, medium and long term. It will
learn from the lessons of other countries and the mistakes they have made when they have
not introduced positive programs to achieve balanced development.
I look forward to travelling around Victoria with my colleagues and being able to show
the proposed legislation as an example of the Government's lack of understanding and its
uncaring attitude about the true interests of country and city people. It does not understand
the need for an effective partnership. Maybe the Government will be persuaded to review
its policy and will discontinue with the Bill. If the Bill is passed and becomes a statute it
will be a monument, another vivid illustration of the Government's attitude to the people
of country Victoria.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I support the comments made by the
honourable member for Balwyn. As has already been indicated, the legislation was
introduced in 1973 by a non-Labor Government that cared about the way in which the
Government of the day spent its money. It recognized that individuals have a right to
choose where they live within the State and that, regardless of where they choose to live,
they have the right to expect to be treated equitably by the Government.
The then Liberal Government went one step further. It had a positive program of
decentralization. It recognized that there were many benefits for people living outside the
metropolitan area. These benefits induded the quality of Jife fer people and for industry,
the security of the work force and the better performance of the work force that often does
not apply in the city. One of the obligations that went with that recognition concerned the
establishment of the Decentralized Industry (Housing) Act. The then Government
recognized that a policy of decentralization meant the provision of housing for those
people who wished to live in rural or provincial Victoria. It did not matter whether those
people were involved in the health area, the Police Force or were teaching the children of
parents who chose to live in rural or provincial Victoria. The purpose of the Act was to
give the Government a vibrant program of decentralization.
The Government, in seeking the repeal of the Act, as the honourable member for
Benambra has indicated, has identified that it has no concern for rural and provincial
Victoria. The Government has surrendered its obligations to approximately 40 per cent of
the people. That is illustrated by the fact that since July 1982 the Decentralized Industry
Housing Authority has not lent any money.
Honourable members on this side of the House are concerned about the lack of emergency
teachers in rural Victoria. The reason there are no emergency teachers in rural Victoria is
because there is no housing. Why cannot rural Victoria obtain an adequate Police Force?
In many cases it is because there is not sufficient housing. The Government policy of
positive discrimination against rural and provincial cities is to be condemned.
Opposition members who move around the State and talk to citizens who live outside
the City of Melbourne know that they no longer trust the Labor Government. They are
disillusioned because they were promised an ideal and hope leading up to the 1982 election
which has been cruelly and simplistically destroyed. The Government has no commitment
to rural communities whatsoever.
I endorse the comments made by my colleagues. The Liberal Party has a positive
commitment to rural and provincial Victoria. It has a strong commitment to
decentralization. Unlike this Government, when the Liberal Party is in government, it
will once again meet its obligation by having a policy of decentralization and responsibilities
that go with government, that support the right of people to choose where they want to
live rather than be told where they want to live simply because of a lack of support given
either in the teaching, health or housing areas, as well as many other services.
The reason why the Liberal Party will be returned to office at the next election will be in
part because the Government has withdrawn from its obligations. The people ofBendigo,
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Ballarat, Geelong and country Victoria have had enough of the Labor Government. They
will look for a strong and fair Government, a Government that recognizes their rights.
I give a commitment on behalf of the Liberal Party that people in rural Victoria can
look forward with renewed hope, opportunity and security when a Liberal Party is returned
to government because what is absent from their lives is a sense of security, hope and
opportunity.
The proposed legislation is an indication that the Government does not care about rural
Victoria. The Opposition has to make a decision whether there is any value in opposing a
Government on a piece of legislation that is no longer operative, where the Government
is not going to meet its responsibilities under the legislation and has no commitment to
rural Victoria, or is it better for that legislation to be withdrawn. The Opposition strongly
believes that, if the Government has surrendered its obligations and responsibilities to
rural Victoria and is not going to activate its housing responsibilities under the Act, the
Act should be repealed. What is the point of continuing to add to legislation which is
inoperative and which the Government has no intention of reactivating. Legislation can
be acceptable only if it has a purpose.
In arriving at this decision, the Liberal Party recognizes that there may be people in the
community who may seek to misinterpret this view. The Liberal Party's views are simple:
Victorians deserve better housing, Government-assisted housing, and the Liberal Party,
when in government after the next election, as it did in the past, will meet this obligation.
I am sure that members of the National Party, given that they represent rural Victoria
along with many of the Opposition members, fully understand and recognize the problem
confronting those Victorians and citizens who live outside the metropolitan area. The
National Party, with the Liberal Party, will ensure that adequate provision is made in the
Budget so that people in rural Victoria receive a fair go.
Mr Simpson interjected.
Mr KEN NETT-That has a great deal to do with the Bill, because the Bill deals with
decentralizing and the provision of housing. The Government is not meeting its obligations
under the Bill. The Liberal Party makes a commitment to rural Victoria that the
Government has not made and will not make and even if it makes another false election
promise the Government will not keep it, based on the performance of the past four years.
The Liberal Party will provide housing and treat country people equitably. It will recognize
their rights as citizens and taxpayers who choose to live wherever they see fit rather than
be dictated to by Government.
The fact that the Act has not been activated since 1982 is a severe condemnation of the
Government's priorities and so-called social justice. The Government is not about equitable
social justice. The proposed legislation indicates social injustice against the interests of
those who live outside metropolitan Melbourne. I look forward to the occasion, after the
next election when, together with the National Party, the Opposition can ensure that the
policies pursued by socialist Governments can be corrected, and Victorians can get a fair
deal once again.
Mr A. T. EVANS (Ballarat North)-I appeal to the Minister for Housing to reconsider
the Bill because he is aware of the damage that he and his Government are doing to
housing in country Victoria. The Minister knows how the housing situation has deteriorated
in Ballarat because of Government policy. The Government is showing no consideration
to a vital part of the Australian way oflife, the family home and general environment.
Many people were induced to go to Ballarat to establish industries, but many others
wanted to go because it is a great place for a family to live, as distinct from the environment
of many Melbourne suburbs. At Ballarat children can attend reasonably good schools at
lower costs than Melbourne schools and families can more easily afford to provide sporting
and outdoor recreations for their children than families in Melbourne.
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The Government is determined to wreck the industries that have been established in
country areas. The effects on country industries of the policies of the Labor Party
Government after four years in office are becoming apparent. There has been the withdrawal
of pay-roll tax incentives, which in twelve months' time will be completely withdrawn.
This IS probably the last of the incentives that used to be available to many country areas
for the establishment of industry.
Another example is the recent decision of the Government to establish the proposed
National Aviation Museum in the western suburbs. It appears that there is a deliberate
campaign that is certainly politically based for development of the western suburbs-Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-On a point of
order, this is a very short, narrow Bill dealing with one aspect of housin~ in decentralized
industry. What the National Aviation Museum has to do with the BIll is beyond me,
beyond any other honourable member and beyond you, Mr Actin~ Speaker, I am sure. I
suggest that the honourable member should very quickly be drawn Into line. This is a very
narrow legislative measure that should have been completed some time ago.
Mr RAMSAY (Balwyn)-On the point of order, any proposed legislation that will affect
housing opportunities in rural Victoria must have a serious impact on the total scene
outside the metropolitan area.
Mr Fordham--Rubbish!
Mr RAMSAY-It may well be beyond the Ministerial concern of the Deputy Premier
but it is a matter of grave concern to the House. On the content of the proposed legislation,
which deals with housing in rural Victoria, the honourable member for Ballarat North is
quite in order.
Mr A. T. EVANS (Ballarat North)-Ifthis debate has done one thing it has made the
Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources act to accept his Ministerial responsibility
in bringing him back into the Chamber to hear of the destruction that is being caused in
country industries.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! It is not a point of order. I suggest
that the point made by the Leader of the House is accurate. While I do not uphold the
point of order I do say to members of the Opposition that they must speak on the Bill in a
more deliberate way.
Mr A. T. EVANS-In keeping with your ruling, Mr Acting Speaker, I take it that we
may discuss housin~ and decentralized Industry. I hope the Minister is quite prepared to
accept those two pOlnts-Mr Fordham-You can't on this Bill!
Mr A. T. EVANS-It is decentralized housing-Mr Fordham-No, it is not-it is an aspect of decentralized housing, you dill!
Mr A. T. EVANS-If the Minister looks at the Bill he will note that its title is the
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill. The Minister does not know the basic
points of his own legislation-he should withdraw it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! I draw to the attention of the House
the fact that it is not common to have debate exchanged across the table from the back
bench to the other side of the Chamber, and if the debate is to continue there should be no
more of this.
Mr A. T. EVANS-Mr Acting Speaker, I can assure you that I would rather talk to you.
Again, I am drawing the attention of the Minister, through you, Sir, to the fact that this is
pulling out another support from country industry, which the Minister appears to be dead
set on doing, and, furthermore, if he wants me to be quiet and to get his deadly Bill
through, he can have it. But he had better remember that the people ofBallarat, Sebastopol,
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Ballarat South and Bendigo will remember what the Minister is doing, he is withdrawing
from the countryside jobs and opportunities for future generations of country people and
that issue runs very deep with them. Parents in these areas will never forgive the Minister
for taking away job opportunities from their kids. The Minister had better not forget that.
Mr AUSTIN (Ripon)-The purpose of the Bill is to repeal the Decentralized Industry
(Housing) Act 1973. It is typical of the Government to be repealing an Act dealing with
decentralization and country Victoria. It is another example of the Government's attitude,
which it has had since it obtained office, towards rural Victoria. One should not really be
surprised that there is another example in this Bill of the discrimination of the Government
against people throughout the State, with the exception of the metropolitan areas.
Not long ago the Government began its policy of dismantling decentralization. As long
as I have been involved in politics, decentralization has been very much a platform of
various political parties, and much rhetoric has been spoken at times of a State election. It
was only during the period of the Liberal Party Government under Murray Byrne, which
introduced a ten-point plan, that there was balance-Mr Fordham-Put it down the chute!
Mr AUSTIN-If the Minister believes decentralization policy under the ten-point plan
under Murray Byrne put Victoria down the chute, he does not know much about country
Victoria or about country industry.
Mr A. T. Evans-He doesn't care!
Mr AUSTIN-Under this Government there have been dozens of examples of
discrimination against country people.
Mr Fordham-On the Bill!
Mr AUSTIN-If discrimination against country people and decentralization of housing
are not to do with this Bill, I do not know what is. It is part of the discrimination against
country people, by the Government. Other parts of the Government's discrimination are
taxes and charges on country industry and primary produce through freight rates and
other means-Mr Fordham-Nothing to do with this Bill!
Mr AUSTIN-The Government's actions in these areas have discriminated against
country people. Now there is the Government's policy offorced amalgamation of municipal
councils throughout Victoria. As decentralized housing disappears, and it must now, the
Government will have no decentralization policy. With the disappearance of the other
decentralization programs I suppose one may as well get rid of decentralized housing also.
It was not so long ago that the now Minister for Education, then Minister for Economic
Development, claimed that as a result of changes in the Government's policy there would
be no jobs lost in country Victoria. At the time, the Opposition asked many questions and
opposed the changes that were taking place and the Minister said authoritatively that no
jobs would be lost. History clearly states now that jobs have been lost throughout Victoria
in many country centres. People in Bendigo and Ballarat and particularly in my own area
and, I suppose, Berwick, would be the main case in point-Mr Fordham-What about AlIen's?
Mr AUSTIN-Allen's has gone to Maryborough, but although the Minister was
successful in getting Allen's to Maryborough, the Liberal Party had already made all the
arrangements for Allen's to go to Maryborough before losing office. I was to be invited to
dig out the first lump of dirt to celebrate the beginning of the construction of AlIen's but
because of pressure of this Government on AlIen's by saying that if the company wanted
some assistance it had better leave me out of the arrangements, I was not given the job.
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Maryborough has one of the highest unemployment rates in Victoria. It is the most
highly industrialized city a head of population in the southern hemisphere, and that is the
result of the decentralization policies of the Government.
The Leader of the Opposition said earlier that, when the Liberal Party takes government,
it will have a positive decentralization policy; it will recognize the importance of country
Victoria and it will restore country Victoria to its proper place with a proper balance.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-The Bill abolishes the Decentralized Housing Authority set
up by the Honourable Murray Byrne during his period in office in 1973. The Minister for
Industry, Technology and Resources who came into the House has been very testy; he
interjects, "Haven't you read the second-reading notes?" Now the Minister is leaving the
Chamber. He likes to dish it out but he does not want to face the music.
I shall quote from the second-reading notes:
The authority'S function of providing housing assistance in its present form is unnecessary, inappropriate and
costly to Government.

What a sad day it is when one finds that the Government has abandoned the role of
assisting decentralized industry, which the Decentralized Industry (Housing) Act was
passed to achieve. The fact that it is not prepared to continue to fund this sort of authority
because it is costly to Government shows where the priorities of the Government lie.
Of course, it i:s cvstly to Government. That was the commitnlellt oflhe Government m
setting up the authority, recognizing that it was costly to Government and that it was a
function of Government in a decentralized industry policy to assist the establishment of
housing in country Victoria.
With regard to establishing industries and decentralization, one of the greatest needs of
any industry is housing and, if the type of assistance formerly provided by the authority is
no longer to be provided, there is little point in saying that the authority has not been
operating since July 1982. I note in looking at the twelfth annual report of the Decentralized
Housing Industry Authority that the lending function of the authority was suspended in
July 1982. In other words a conscious decision was taken by the Government to suspend
all funding activities of the authority.
Decentralized industry is important, especially in the outer parts of my electorate. J. L.
Gould Sawmills Pty Ltd, which operates in Marysville and also in the electorate represented
by the honourable member for Benalla, has provided 65 houses for employees. That
company would like to expand its business and provide more housing for employees. If
the Government supported the original objectives of the authority, perhaps it could fund
this type of housing expansion rather than the company having to expend funds that could
otherwise be used to expand its sawmilling operations, thus restricting job opportunities.
Under this policy, J. L. Gould Sawmills Pty Ltd in Alexandra and Marysville is not able
to receive this sort of assistance and the houses, which were built originally by the Housing
Commission under the administration of the Honourable Murray Byrne, and which were
provided specifically for industry in those towns, especially.Marysville, are now no longer
available directly to that industry.
The Minister has considered the matter and has determined that he is not prepared to
make this a priority for the industry but that those houses will be available to all corners.
That is the decision of the Minister and it is perhaps a social welfare decision, but that is
no help to decentralized industry. That decision, the decision to abolish the authority and
the original decision to suspend all operations of the authority from July 1982, indlcates
that the Government is not prepared to commit itself to assist decentralized industry in
the balanced development of Victoria.
Although the authority was of considerable assistance to decentralized industry in the
past,its funds and its operations have been suspended since July 1982, so it would seem
to be a hollow protest for the Opposition to support the continuation of the authority. The
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Government has made that decision, it must wear it and must accept what will occur in
country Victoria.
For those reasons the Opposition supports the Bill because it seems pointless to have
on the statutes a qango that has not operated since 1982.
I support the Bill, but with those comments and provisos. It is a sad day when the
Minister makes the comment that the authority's operation is unnecessary, inappropriate
and costly to Government, when the Government should be directing its priorities towards
decentralized housing and towards assisting decentralized industry. The Leader of the
Opposition has indicated a positive commitment of the Liberal Party when it takes up
Government to ensure balanced development in Victoria.
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-I commend both the National
Party speakers, the honourable member for Warrnambool and the honourable member
for Murray Valley, and all those Liberal Party members who spoke on the Bill with the
exception of the honourable member for Polwarth. His remarks were unfortunate and did
not help; that is perhaps the story of his life.
I accept that it is hard for the two opposition parties to decide how to handle the Bill. It
is an empty measure. The legislation has not been operated since July 1982 under the
Labor Government, and that was a deliberate Labor Government decision.
There are two choices in this matter: one is to support the Bill, but at the same time
express support for decentralization. I am not suggesting that the Liberal Party does not
support decentralization-it does; it introduced the legislation. The National Party
enthusiastically supports decentralization too. The other choice is whether it is better to
leave the Act in place for the time when the new conservative Government takes office or
whether the Bill should be re-enacted at that time. It is not an easy decision to make.
One could well say, "Let it go through and let the Government wear it" or one could
adopt the view, which the National Party took yesterday, of opposing it for the reasons I
have given.
I should like to make an apology, which I hope will be accepted by those to whom I
spoke earlier in the day, for the failure of the National Party to make a public announcement
yesterday on its opposition to the Bill after it had held its party meeting. The party meeting
finished at 1.15 p.m. and I had some business with the Speaker and some guests for lunch
and I was committed here at 2 p.m. If I had made a statement it would have saved some
misunderstanding that occurred between the opposition parties.
I can understand some people asking, "What is the use of it, it is not going to apply. It
has not worked since July 1982". I take the opportunity of paying tribute to Murray Byrne,
as I have done on many occasions in the House. Murray Byrne was a dynamic Minister
who had the support of two Liberal Premiers, Mr Hamer and Mr Thompson. Murray
Byrne's initiatives had the wholehearted support of the National Party. He set the scene
and the National Party encouraged him to go further in establishing decentralized industry.
I hope Victoria will soon have a Minister for Decentralization who will have the same
energy, dedication and sense of purpose that Murray Byrne had.
The National Party opposes the Bill for the reasons that have been given by my two
colleagues and myself.
Mr CROZIER (Portland)-There can be no more vivid illustration of the true approach
of the Government to the concept and practice of decentralization than this Bill, described
by the Deputy Premier as a small and narrow Bill and, by inference, an unimportant Bill.
I am sorry to see the Minister at the table, the Minister for Housing, nodding his head.
The honourable gentleman is a former Leader of the Labor Party who was spectacularly
stabbed in the back in circumstances which the Opposition-the then Government-can
well remember. He is one of the few Government members that I should have thought
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would have had some empathy with and real understanding of the importance of
decentralized housing as part of the support for decentralization.
The small, narrow Bill, repeals the Decentralized Industry (Housing) Act, section 12,
which states:
The authority shall have power to do all things necessary or convenient to be done for or in connection with
assisting in the provision of adequate housing for persons employed in any country industry.

The Leader of the National Party and other speakers appropriately have referred to the
former Leader of the Liberal Party in another place, the Honourable Murray Byrne, who,
as the dynamic and innovative Minister for State Development and Decentralization
under the Hamer Government, introduced the ten-point plan, as the Minister for Housing
would remember, in September 1972. That was the most comprehensive formula in the
history of this country for translating decentralization from merely a concept-the sort of
rhetoric which my Leader referred to and which was trotted out by all parties before State
elections-into reality.
The honourable member for Gippsland East is interjecting and agreeing. The ten-point
plan of the Honourable Murray Byrne gave that concept substance and reality. The plan
established decentralization as a cardinal priority in the Hamer Government's initiative
and it became the envy of all other States. I refer especially to the most astute Labor
Premier in recent times certainly in the modern era--the Premier of New South '.vale:s;
who from time to time can be a fairly generous man, and he was candid in his comments
and commendation of the initiatives taken by the Honourable Murray Byrne and the
Hamer Government. He admitted this when, some years later, his own Government took
the ten-point plan as it was then-and it was subsequently developed-and used that as a
model.
Integral with that concept and that practice were the provisions of the Decentralized
Industry (Housing) Act. It was not just a minor adjunct of the policy. It was of very real
assistance to those decentralized industries that qualified for that particular form of support.
I can give one current example in the electorate I represent where a significant industry
was encouraged to establish at Portland by the Hamer Government. It established itself
there because of that encouragement and the incentives provided by the Hamer
Government under the ten-point plan and because of the housing provided under the Act
which will now be repealed by the Bill.
In recent days I have had representations from the management of Softwood Holdings
Ltd, and the Minister would know to which representations I am referring. This industry,
like others, has benefited from the housing incentives.
The Government has turned its back on decentralization and treats with contempt the
concept and the practice of decentralization as a social and economic objective. This is
one reason, and perhaps a good reason, why the Opposition now believes the Act, which
has been moribund since the advent of the Cain Government in 1982, may as well be
repealed to again remind Victorians of this Government's priorities and the fact that
decentralization plays no part whatsoever in those priorities.
The rhetoric about preferred industries in preferred areas is exactly what it is. It is
simply rhetoric. I am sorry that the Deputy Premier has left the Chamber at this stage
after his somewhat petulant comments of a few minutes ago. It clearly illustrates that the
Government's priorities are very different from those of the opposition parties in this
important area of State Government responsibility.
The provision of housing to approved decentralized industries has become the model
for other States, and there is no better accolade than that-the old adage that imitation is
the most sincere form of flattery. If a Government copies one's program, clearly it must
have something going for it.
j

It is a disappointment to me, and I am sure deep down it must be a disappointment to
the Minister for Housing, that he is the one who has the most unpleasant and unenviable
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task of again putting the kybosh on this particular aspect of the previous Liberal
Government's decentralization initiative.
However, clearly-and at least I can say this in favour of what the Government is
doing-it illustrates for once that this Government is sincere in its objective to abandon
decentralization as an economic and social objective. The Government has turned its back
on it and the Bill is a further illustration of that.
As my Leader has indicated, I would hope that it will not be long before the initiative of
decentralization which achieved so much for country Victoria is revived. In saying that, I
remind the House that decentralization is not simply about assisting the citizens and
residents of the more remote areas of the State or the larger provincial centres; it is a
concept to benefit all Victorians. Some honourable members, including the member for
Ballarat North, referred to the advantages in lifestyle of living in a provincial city or a
country town rather than in an inner city suburb. I should have thought the Minister for
Housing would have agreed with that. He, more than most Ministers, should appreciate
some of the social problems that are part ofa metropolis of the size of Melbourne.
The uncontrolled growth of the metropolitan sprawl has been a matter of concern to
social planners and concerned citizens alike. Decentralization as a concept has considerable
community support, and I should have thought it would have had bipartisan support.
However, that was not to be.
After hearing the rhetoric put forward during the 1982 State election campaign,
honourable members have now seen how far the gap has grown between the rhetoric and
reality. I remind the House of some of that rhetoric: the Premier mouthed off platitudes
about his Government being a Government for all Victorians. I ask the Minister for
Housing whether the constituents I represent are Victorians. Sometimes I wish they were
not. I represent a border area, and from time to time I have thought it might be a darn
good job if we all moved to the other side of the fence. However, they are prepared to stick
it out because they know that the days of the Labor Party Government are numbered.
If the Government had any concern about validating its rhetoric regarding balanced
development of this State and being a Government for all Victorians, it would not introduce
a Bill such as this; and instead of dismantling, partly by means of this measure, the most
comprehensive, dynamic decentralization in the history of Federation, the Government
would be building on it and not destroying it.
Mr WILKES (Minister for Housing)-The debate has been extraordinary, to say the
least. It has highlighted two specific aspects about which I shall comment. It has taken the
Opposition four years to realize that the Decentralized Industry Housing Authority has
not been operating; the Bill repeals an authority that has not been operating for four years.
In the nine years that the authority operated, it provided 483 loans. The other 500 loans
were provided by the State Bank and other lending institutions. If one listened to the
Leader of the Opposition, one would suspect that because the Bill will repeal the authority,
no loan assistance will be available to people wishing to building houses in country
Victoria.
The State Bank will continue to operate; it will continue to lend money to people who
want to build in country Victoria. Other lending institutions, such as the Victorian
Economic Development Corporation, will also provide assistance.
The disadvantage of repealing the principal Act will do nothing to reduce the number
of housing loans made available to people wishing to build in country Victoria. The
Government has an extremely good record on public housing in country Victoria.
I shall mention statistics regarding the Government's effort on public housing in the
electorate of Portland. In the 1985-86 financial year, ten units were handed over in that
electorate. This financial year, 60 units will be handed over.
Mr Kennett-We handed over 120!
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Mr WILKES-The Leader of the Opposition ought to understand that if the need
diminishes, fewer houses are built.
Mr Kennett-Why are you building 60 units this year?
Mr WILKES-Because the need is there! When work resumed on the Portland smelter,
a need for the units arose.
I shall refer to country Victoria as a whole; the Government's record on housing in
country Victoria is infinitely better than that of the former Liberal Government. The
Government's performance is 60 per cent better than the Liberal Government's
performance over the metropolitan and country areas.
The National Party has claimed that its party meeting went too late and that it was not
able to advise the Leader of the Opposition about its intentions in respect of the Bill. That
is the National Party's excuse for opposing it. Repealing the principal Act will not make a
scrap of difference to the number of houses built in country Victoria. There is no doubt
about that. The Leader of the Opposition could not claim that more loans would be made
available for private housing in country Victoria if the authority were not disbanded.
Mr Kennett-Take your lump sum and go home!
Mr WILKES-The Leader of the Opposition will not disturb me by his insulting
remarks_ He had the audacity to preface his remarks by stating that the principal Act was
introduced in 1973 by a Government which cared how it spent its money. If the present
Government had the money that the former Liberal Government had to spend on land in
and around metropolitan and country Victoria, it would be able to provide half as much
again for houses in country Victoria.
The Leader of the Opposition should not claim that the former Liberal Government
was a Government that cared how it spent its money. It did not! Most of the land
purchased is unusable for housing now as it was then.
The abolition of the Decentralized Housing Industry Authority and the handing over of
its responsibilities for mortgages to the Ministry of Housing will be a success.
The House proceeded to divide on the motion (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds in the chair).
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition) (Speaking covered)-On a point of order,
Mr Speaker, I direct your attention to the attendance in the House of the honourable
member for Richmond. A case has been made in the House today that he is ineligible to
participate in this Chamber, and I would ask that you rule on whether he is eligible to
participate in divisions until this matter is resolved.
The SPEAKER-Order! As the Leader of the Opposition is well aware, there have been
discussions on the matter raised by the Leader of the Opposition regarding the honourable
member for Richmond. I offered certain advice to the honourable member. Ifhe does not
choose to accept my advice on the matter, I do not believe I have the authority to ask for
an honourable member to be ejected during a division. If the Leader of the Opposition
wishes to proceed with this matter, I ask that he do so by the method which I suggested to
him.

Order! The House will divide.
The result of the division was:
Ayes
Noes
Majority for the motion
AYES
Mr Austin
MrBrown

69
10

59
NOES
MrEvans
(Gippsland East)
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Miss Callister
MrCathie
DrCoghill
MrColeman
MrCooper
Mr Crozier
MrCulpin
Mr Cunningham
MrDelzoppo
Mr Dickinson
MrEmst
MrFogarty
MrFordham
MrGavin
MrsGleeson
MrGude
Mr Harrowfield
MrHayward
MrHeffeman
Mrs Hill
Mr Hill
Mrs Hirsh
Mr Hockley
MrJohn
MrKennedy
Mr Kennett
MrKirkwood
MrLea
MrLeigh
Mr Lieberman
Mr McCutcheon
MrMcDonald
Mr Micallef
MrNorris
Mr Perrin
Mr Pescott
MrPlowman
MrPope
MrRamsay
MrsRay
Mr Remington
MrReynolds
Mr Richardson
MrRowe
MrSeitz
Mrs Setches
MrSheehan
Ms Sibree
Mr Sidiropoulos
MrSimmonds
MrSimpson
MrSmith
(Glen Waverley)

MrSmith
(Polwarth)

MrSpyker
Mr Stirling
Mr Stockdale
MrTanner
Mrs Toner
DrVaughan
MrWalsh
MrWeideman
DrWells
MrWilkes
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MrHann
MrJasper
MrMcGrath
(Lowan)

MrMcNamara
Mr Ross-Edwards
Mr Steggall
MrWhiting
Tellers

MrMcGrath
( Warrnambool)

MrWallace
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MrWilliams
Mrs Wilson
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NOES

Tellers
Mr Andrianopoulos
Mr Shell

Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I wish
again to raise the matter of the honourable member for Richmond occupying a place in
this Chamber. I am aware of the difficulty in which this situation puts the Presiding Officer.
I ask you, Sir, as the authority is vested in you, to uphold the Constitution Act 1975 as it
applies to this Chamber, and to seek advice from the Crown Solicitor as to the legal
position of the honourable member for Richmond so that this matter can be resolved as
quickly as possible in the interests of both Parliament and the honourable member.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-On the same
point of order, Mr Speaker, I counsel you very carefully to consider your position before
acting on the strange request of the Leader of the Opposition. It is not your function as
Speaker to make a judgment of the sort which has been made already by the Leader of the
Opposition and which is obvious. There are appropriate mechanisms for that matter to be
dealt with by the appropriate body, which is the House itself.
I should have thought the Leader of the Opposition would have brought the matter
before the House by way of a motion. It is his prerogative to take the appropriate course
of action. I suggest it is not with you, Sir, and therefore I suggest that the point of order is
spurious. I advise the Chair against acting in the way proposed by the Leader of the
Opposition.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-Further on the point of order, Mr
Speaker-The SPEAKER-Order! The Leader of the Opposition has already spoken on the point
of order. Ifleave of the House is granted to the honourable gentleman, I shall hear him on
a further point of order. Is leave granted?
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-Leave is granted.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I thank the Deputy Premier for granting
leave. I understand the views he has put and the advice given earlier to me by the Chair.
The House has only to consider that in mid-1984 a precedent was established by the
honourable member for Morwell.
In making this request, I do not seek to be frivolous or to raise a spurious point. The
matter is serious and needs to be resolved. As I remember the situation which involved
the honourable member for Morwell, either the Premier or the Government of the day
sought advice from the Solicitor-General and action was taken on that advice. The position
of the honourable member for Morwell was rectified by all honourable members when the
matter was brought to a head.
The reason I request the Chair to seek legal advice is that today I have addressed a letter
to the Premier. I have given him the documentation that the Opposition has. As yet I have
not received a response from him. I repeat, the matter is serious. If the Premier is not
pursuing the same course of action that he undertook as a result of the indiscretion of and
the events surrounding the honourable member of Morwell in 1984, you, as the Presiding
Officer of the House, have a right and a responsibility to ensure that the Constitution of
the State, as it applies to this Chamber, is upheld.
It is easy for politicians, regardless of their political flavour, to argue that the Chair does
not have that authority. It could be contended that members of the Government or the
Opposition would argue for political reasons. I wish to take the matter out of the political
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arena and, in the absence of any response by the Government, give the Chair the
opportunity of having Parliament resolve the issue surrounding the honourable member
for Richmond in the interests of both the Parliament and the honourable member.
The SPEAKER-Order! Firstly I shall deal with the matter raised by the Leader of the
Opposition regarding the honourable member for Morwell. The circumstances are not the
same because the House was not meeting and in session when that matter was discovered
and when it was examined. Finally, when the matter was resolved it was resolved
unanimously by the House.
On the point of order, I do not intend to seek a legal opinion regarding the qualifications
or not of the honourable member for Richmond. I do not see it as my role at this stage. I
do not have any special powers regarding the ejection of any particular member from the
House and I believe no Speaker ever has had that special power.
I advise the honourable member that if he refers to The Constitution Act Amendment
Act, No. 6224, he will see that subdivision (2) section 300, dealing with qualifications and
vacancies states:
Any question respecting the qualification of a member of or respecting a vacancy in the Assembly or the
Council may be referred by resolution of the Assembly or of the Council (as the case requires) to the Court of
Disputed Returns and the Court of Disputed Returns shall thereupon have jurisdiction to hear and determine
the question.

I have advised the Leader of the Opposition that I would accommodate him by
discretionary power, by leave of the House, to enable him to raise the matter by way of
substantive motion at a convenient time and to have the matter examined and debated in
the House. Until such time as the honourable member exercises that option, I do not
believe he can continue to raise points of order on the same issue on which I have already
made rulings. I do not uphold the point of order.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

POLLUTION OF WATERS BY OIL AND NOXIOUS SUBSTANCES
BILL
The debate (adjourned from March 13) on the motion of Mr Roper (Minister for
Transport) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr AUSTIN (Ripon)-The pollution of waters by oil and noxious substances is of
inlportance to the protection of waters around the Australian coast, especially from our
point of view in Victoria. In March 1980 I introduced into the House the Navigable
Waters (Oil Pollution) (Amendment) Bill and the lead speaker for the then Opposition at
that time was the honourable member for Williamstown who made a contribution on 15
April 1980.
The honourable member for Williamstown has a strong interest in the protection of
waters around the coast and I remember that the honourable member supported the Bill
and emphasized the fact that Parliament ought to look at the prevention of oil pollution
and spillages by introducing legislation that would ensure that the community was able to
overcome a spillage in the best manner possible.
Most of the tanker spills or collisions that have occurred around the coast of Victoria
have resulted in extensive oil pollution. Many honourable members can visualize the
photographs of wildlife and birds with their feet and feathers stuffed with oil and the
tragedy that oil pollution brings to the wildlife, particularly the fish population of waters
around the State.
The Pollution of Waters by Oil and Noxious Substances Bill follows on from Federal
legislation, the Protection of the Sea (Prevention of Pollution from Ships) Amendment
Bill, which had the support of all parties. That Bill allowed Australia to ratify the
international convention for the prevention of pollution from ships. This course of action
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resulted from a convention that took place in 1973, followed by a further convention that
occurred in 1978 and which became known as MARPOL. The MARPOL convention has
five annexes relating to various forms of pollution. The first is oil pollution. The second is
the loss of bulk noxious liquid. The third is the noxious package substances and standards
of packaging as storage. The fourth is pollution by sewage into the sea. The fifth is the
release of garbage into the ocean. One ofthe important aspects of the MARPOL convention
is that before it can take effect at least fifteen countries covering over 50 per cent of the
world's merchant ships must ratify that convention.
It is my understanding that following the debate that took place in the Federal Parliament,
the second annexe, let alone the third, fourth and fifth, will not take effect at least until
April 1987. The introduction of the third, fourth and fifth annexes will depend on how
quickly countries around the world co-operate.

Until the Federal Government passed the legislation and ratified the first part of the
convention, a strange situation existed where 80 per cent of the world's shipping tonnage
came within the international convention for the prevention of pollution from ships and
those ships would fly a flag to signify the fact that they had ratified that treaty, and because
of that ratification they would be in breach of that treaty if they were to discharge oil
within 12 miles of the Great Barrier Reef.
Because Australia has been slow in signing the convention, Australian ships flying the
Australian flag technically would not have been breaking the law if they discharged oil
within 12 miles of the Great Barrier Reef. The States and the Territories control the
territorial seas, which is defined as that area which comes between the low water mark and
the 3-mile limit.
It is my understanding that at each meeting of State and Commonwealth transport
Ministers since 1983 the treaty has been on the agenda. I shall now quote from Federal
H ansard of 19 February 1986 in which the Minister for Transport, Mr Morris, is reported
as having said:
I must make it clear that State and Territory Ministers responsible for Transport and Marine matters have
been kept informed of these developments through their membership of the Australian Transport Advisory
Council. When AT AC met at Canberra on 10 April 1985, I informed Ministers that, if complementary legislation
was not in place by the end of 1985, the Commonwealth would legislate to implement the Convention. This
statement followed a series of requests that I had made at previous meetings and in correspondence with
Ministers that their legislation be enacted as quickly as possible. The matter was also raised at the meetings
ATAC held at Perth on 28 June 1985 and at Hobart on 6 December 1985. On those occasions I again emphasised
that the Federal Government was anxious to ratify the MARPOL Convention at the earliest opportunity. No
objection to the proposed action by the Federal Government was raised by any member of the Council at any
meeting.
However, good intentions notwithstanding, by the end of 1985, no Bill relating to the implementation of the
MARPOL Convention has been placed before the legislature of any State or Territory. The delay in becoming
party to this Convention has placed Australia in an embarrassing situation internationally. The majority of
foreign flag shipping using Australian waters is currently subject to more stringent operational controls, particularly
in the Great Barrier Reef region, than are Australian vessels.

The statement of the Federal Minister indicates that the States, including Victoria, have
been slack. That is not unexpected when one recognizes that many States of Australia are
now administered by Labor Governments. More than a year ago the Federal Minister had
to advise the States that if legislation were not introduced by 31 December 1985 the
Federal Parliament would act to provide the necessary protection.
The legislation recently passed in Canberra does exactly that. The follow-up is this Bill
which has belatedly been introduced into the Victorian Parliament. When it is passed it is
hoped the Federal legislation will roll back so far as territorial waters are concerned and
the States will again be responsible for them.
The MARPOL convention insists on certain design standards for ships which will lessen
the chance of oil being spilt into the sea in the case of a collision. Many vessels will be
required to have separate ballast tanks and separate bilge and washing tanks designed to
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maximize the oil sludge that can be retained on board until the ship reaches port and to
ensure that only the clearest possible water from washing is pumped into the sea.
The Opposition supports the concept behind the Bill. It hopes the Bill will have a speedy
passage so that the States can regain the right to control their territorial waters. The Federal
legislation stipulates specifically that part of the treaty applies to the area of ocean out to
the 80-kilometre limit. By inference that could mean that once ships reach the 80-kilometre
limit they can discharge waters into the sea.
It is mandatory that ship captains should be educated so that they can recognize the
problems created if all ships discharge oil into the sea outside the 80-kilometre limit. I am
certain that honourable members would recognize that with current tides and winds out
at sea, it would not be long before polluted waters would affect fish and other wildlife
within the States' territorial waters.

This would be at great cost to fish and to wildlife. Pollution is difficult to identify
because some chemicals that are discharged into the sea are not plainly visible to the
naked eye. Far more attention should be paid to the damage that is being done to the seas.
Fish life is extremely valuable in a variety of ways. It must be protected in every possible
manner.
Other matters are associated with the proposed legislation. Ships entering the ports of
Geelong or Portland to collect grain shipments are fumigated against pests and disease.
When the Minister speaks again on the second-reading debate I should like him to inform
me what happens to the chemical wastes after ships have been fumigated for weevils and
other pests before they are loaded with grain. Is that chemical waste discharged into the
sea or is it stored by ships for removal later?
I am not sure whether the Minister is listening to my remarks, as he is conversing with
another honourable member, but I should like him t9 indicate whether there is a means
by which the terms of this proposed legislation can be carried out satisfactorily. !fa ship is
required to store chemical wastes within its bilges, where is that waste discharged? Is it
discharged in any Victorian port? These questions are extremely important. If the Minister
does not know the answers, I am sure the people of Victoria will be very interested to
know that he is not able to answer these questions and that it appears he has little interest
in these issues. I conclude by saying that the Liberal Party supports the measure.
Mr W. D. McGRA TH (Lowan)-The National Party supports the proposed legislation.
The measure, as the honourable member for Ripon explained, has received widespread
bipartisan support. It is complementary to Federal Government legislation. During debate
on this issue in the Federal Parliament of 14 March the Federal Minister for Transport,
Mr Morris, indicated in his second-reading speech that he was tired of waiting for the
States to initiate legislation for criteria for the protection of seas from noxious substances.
The previous Federal Liberal Party-National Party coalition Government in 1982
prepared a Bill to be introduced to Federal Parliament, but these intentions were interrupted
by the 1983 Federal election. The Labor Party Government then introduced the Bill to
which this measure is complementary. During his second-reading speech the Federal
Minister for Transport stated that when State legislation was proclaimed it would take
precedence over the Federal Government legislation in matters that related to State
waters. Victoria is vitally interested in those waters in which ships ply along the Victorian
coastlinec
The honourable member for Ripon referred to oil spills that have occurred with disastrous
effects on wildlife, bird life, and marine life; and any legislative mechanism that we can
put in place to ensure that the waters around our State are protected and kept clean will be
an advantage to all Victorians.
The Bill ratifies MARPOL, the international convention of maritime co-ordinating
bodies, which has five annexes that relate to the controls of oil and noxious substances
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and to the design of new ships and the ships of the future. MARPOL requires 50 per cent
of countries with ships operating to agree to the over-all convention to put it into effect.
An interesting point is that when out on the high seas if a ship is spotted discharging
noxious substances in Australian waters it can be brought to justice. The Australian
authorities notify the country of origin of the ship and it is then up to that country to take
action against the ship's captain and to impose a penalty if he is found guilty.
The Bill is a significant measure, which is made up of schedules setting out reforms that
must be complied with by captains of ships in relation to record books for oil tankers, the
unloading of oil cargoes and so forth.
Now that the Minister for Transport has come back to the House-I know he has had
difficult negotiations today on other transport matters-it is interesting to note the number
of ships that come into ports in Victoria especially the ports of Melbourne, Geelong and
Portland.
Mr Roper-And Western Port.
Mr W. D. McGRATH-I have not got the figures for Western Port but I have them for
the ports of Melbourne, Geelong and Portland. The Minister might like to add the figures
for Western Port when he responds. In 1984-85 the revenue tonnage for the Port of
Melbourne was up 9·5 per cent to 20225 304 tonnes. The number of ships coming into
the port increased from 1397 in 1983-84 to 1455 in 1984-85.
It is interesting that the flags of 37 nations have been seen on ships in the port of
Melbourne. It is obvious that many nations are visiting this country; they are either
bringing imports into the ports or taking out exports.
In 1983-84 some 251 ships docked at the port of Portland, whereas the figure for 1982
was 124 ships. That means that trade through the port of Portland increased by some 50
per cent.
Some 403 ships visited the port of Geelong, and that was an increase of some 30 per
cent on the previous figures for 1982-83.
Although the Transport (Victorian Ports Authority) Bill is in the process of being
debated in Parliament at present, and although the Minister is endeavouring to bring
about central administration of the ports, the statistics that I have provided to the House
indicate that the ports are doing very well on their own in providing some degree of
competition. They are constantly active and, based on the statistical information, they are
all showing increasing trade through their respective operations, which is a good sign.
Mr Maclellan-That would be the work of the honourable member for Niddrie, when
he was the responsible Minister, would it not?
Mr W. D. McGRATH-Yes, that is right. He has been asleep again; he wakes up only
during question time to ask a smart question.
I raise for the attention of the Minister the need for proper controls of the various
discharges from ships when they are in port. He should consider whether adequate facilities
are available at the ports for the disposal of various wastes that need to be disposed of.
If a ship comes into the port of Geelong or Portland to pick up a cargo of wheat,
obviously, its containers need to be washed and fumigated with some noxious substance.
Of course, there is a need to ensure that the disposal of noxious substances is properly
controlled. There is a need to consider whether it should be controlled in the ports, or
whether the wastes should be taken out on the ships to the 50-mile limit and disposed of
at that point. Perhaps the Minister could address that question to ensure that adequate
precautions are taken in the disposal of such wastes.
The Bill contains a major difference in the penalty units applying to those convicted of
an offence under the Bill relating to the discharge of noxious substances into State waters.

930

ASSEMBLY

9 April 1986

Pollution of Waters Bill

The penalties that apply to a natural person operating a ship are only half of those that
apply to body corporates. I suppose one would expect body corporates to have a greater
awareness of legislative requirements and the need to comply with them. However, the
difference in the provisions struck me as rather unusual. Perhaps the Minister will be able
to inform the House why there is such a difference in the penalties, and that difference
seems to be fairly consistent throughout the Bill.
I refer the House to the comments of Mr Paul Everingham, a member of the Federal
Parliament, who referred to something of which all honourable members should be aware.
I know the Government does not have responsibility for this matter, but I believe it is
appropriate to comment on it. When speaking in the Federal Parliament about proposed
legislation relating to protection of the sea, as reported in Federal Hansard of 14 March
this year, Mr Everingham stated:
This Government has scrapped 24-hour surveillance, has ceased night flights, and has reduced both the funds
available for the Coastal Protection Unit and the frequency oflittoral flights over our northern coastline.

That is something of which one must take notice if one is to have proper control of the
coastline, whether in the north or the south. That control is undoubtedly the responsibility
of the Federal Government. It needs to be conscious of its obligations to this country. I
express concern about reducing the funds-for whatever reason-for the Coastal Protection
U nit and scrapping the 24-hour coastal surveillance. Australia is an isolated country with
pockets of small population around much of the coastline. A number of exotic diseases
could be brought into the country by boats that may illegally land on our shores. It seems
a pity that the 24-hour coastal surveillance and funding for the Coastal Protection Unit
have been scaled down.
The proposed legislation seems to give Governments of the day power to take action
against ships polluting waters by discharging oil and noxious substances-of which one
must be aware-to safeguard this country, its marine life, wildlife and people. The
honourable member for Ripon went to considerable lengths to inform the House about
the value of the fish resources in the waters surrounding this country. It is a valuable
resource and undoubtedly the illegal disposal of oil and noxious substances would be
detrimental to that resource. Proper protection over that water is necessary. Therefore, on
behalf of the National Party I indicate support for the proposed legislation. We shall be
happy to do anything to assist the Government in ensuring that the provisions of the Bill
are upheld.
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley)-This Bill is unique. Like previous speakers, I have
been following the debate in Federal Parliament. Members of Federal Parliament seemed
to make political capital both ways out of the issue, especially with respect to how long it
has taken to introduce such a measure into Parliament. The most interesting point brought
to light was that at the moment Australian ships registered under the Australian flag are
still able to ply the seas without having to take cognizance of the ramifications of the
provisions of the proposed legislation as must the ships of other nations, which seems
rather odd.
.
However, the Federal Government has tackled the problem and the current Federal
legislation now covers aspects that are contained in the proposed legislation. The provisions
of both measures will be complementary once the Bill has been passed and its provisions,
which relate to the 3-mile limit and the ports areas are covered. The Minister would no
doubt be interested in pursuing those issues.
Coastal rivers will also be part of the provisions of the proposed legislation, particularly
the environs close to rivers, such as the River Murray, especially where the river runs into
the sea. An important aspect of the Bill is whether pollution could enter the river from the
sea.
As the honourable member for Lowan said, one issue that has to be seriously addressed
is whether adequate facilities exist to deal with oil spillages from ships berthed in dock for
refuelling. The majority of such spillages occur during refuelling; therefore, the Government
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must ensure that adequate facilities exist to deal with such situations. I ask the Minister
for Transport to indicate whether such facilities are available and, if not, what action the
Government will take to rectify the situation.
Part 2 of the Bill deals with the prevention of pollution from ships. Australia is an
aquatic loving country and, therefore, this is a major provision in the Bill which covers
Australian ships and those that operate under the MARPOL convention.
Oil spillages occur quite frequently. During research I did on the Bill I spoke with
representatives of the oil industry who informed me that when checks were made in Bass
Strait for possible oil well sites, it was discovered that there were many empty wells in the
area which had discharged their oil content. However, when the oil is discharged naturally,
there are creatures in the sea that thrive on this type of oil, but that is no excuse to justify
the negligence of a ship discharging oil into the sea. It is the responsibility of the Government
to ensure that Victorian beaches are preserved for the benefit of the majority of Australians
who enjoy the beauty of the beaches.
I am concerned that adequate provision is made to protect the coastline. Maritime
reconnaissance planes and naval patrol vessels are available to detect illegal fishing in
Australian waters. However, that detection is not easy because anyone who has travelled
on an Orion aircraft that surveys the Australian coastline would know that it is an
incredible task. The surveillance is done only once a week; therefore, the possibility exists
of ships dodging the coastal surveillance.
This was one of the sour notes that the Commonwealth Minister for Transport brought
out. He called it a sour note when the member for the Northern Territory had the audacity
to query the coastal surveillance facility existing at the time.
I should think that this matter is something that the Minister should-if you will excuse
the pun-take aboard. We must ensure that the coastal patrolling facilities or surveillance
programs are adequately co-ordinated so that our State resources are not wasted and that
they are, indeed, co-ordinated with surveillance carried out by the Federal agencies; both
Customs, Defence and the like.
I also query what facilities we have in the way of coastal patrol vessels, and this was not
made clear in the second-reading notes or in the Bill itself. While Victoria has a relatively
small length of coastline, it should be adequately patrolled and every day of the week one
hears outlandish stories such as the one published in the Sun newspaper late in March.
The newspaper thought it was important enough to run it on the front page and spoke
about illegal fishermen coming in and being caught up in the dru~ trade. Some days later
the story was denied. However, the possibility remains that there IS a great chance for this
type of illegal activity to occur and the honourable member for Lowan extended .this line
of thinking by saying that from the garbage disposed from illegal ships sailing along our
coastline, perhaps disease could either wittingly or unwittingly be brought to our shores.
This poses an incredible problem for our dairy herds, particularly if, when the vessels are
ashore, one of the exotic diseases brought in is foot and mouth disease.
Therefore, although we are only at this stage really addressing Annex of Schedule 1 of
the Bill, this is one of the problems that would have to be seriously examined.
Obviously Australia is dependent for its livelihood on the export earnings from our
dairy herds. We would need to have constant monitoring of the coastline, not necessarily
the ports and river mouths, to eliminate any possible future problems.
At the same time, as I am sure the Minister would agree, we must encourage our civilian
population to report any unusual sightings that they make. It seems fairly self-evident, but
again if people are not encouraged, they do not really take the trouble to make these types
of reports to the authorities and what seemingly might by an innocuous landing could well
be the drug trade being supplied. While this does not fall within the ambit of this Bill, it
does fall within the ambit of problems of exotic diseases being brought to Australia.
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One of the interesting points that came out of the Federal debate on pollution in Western
Port was that the Western Port Co-ordination Group found that there had been a massive
loss in the seagrasses within Western Port over the period from 1973 until 1983. In fact, I
gather it was somewhere in the vicinity of a 70 per cent loss. This loss had major
implications for the cleanliness of the bay and it means that, returning to my original
point, when the ships are tying up to transfer the oil from the refineries to the ShIPS, this is
where most of the oil spillages occur.
If there is a problem in Western Port, the Minister should comment on that. I am not
suggesting that the free enterprise trade in Western Port should be stopped. However, if a
problem exists, it should be addressed.
I have received many undertakings from the oil companies, which are extremely aware
of the pollution problems. The companies go out of their way to try to avoid such
problems. I wonder whether Government research can be undertaken to ensure that the
seagrass beds in Western Port are not killed off. The seagrass beds support a wide variety
of plant and animal communities and provide a living area for fish species, especially the
King George whiting. The beds are important for commercial and amateur fishermen in
the area.
Mr Maclellan-It will be interesting to hear the local member on this matter.
Mr E. R. SMITH-The local member may have an interest in this. I am in no way
implying that trade should be restricted, but honourable members should consider the
matter.
One of the main provisions of Annex 1 is that relating to whether a spillage occurs
within the 3-mile limit and the low water mark or at the port of taking the oil on board.
Most of the oil tankers that take on crude oil at Western Port go to ports such as Botany
Bay to deliver their cargo and take on refined spirits to deliver to Moreton Bay. Those
movements depend on the degree of impurities that the various processors are prepared
to accept. If they are not prepared to accept crude oil within their tankers, there could then
be serious oil spillage. Unless tremendously expensive facilities are used to completely
drain the ships when they are in port, the problem of the killing off of seagrass, such as is
occurring at Western Port, will continue.
The Bill is unique in that it has had support since 1973 after the first MARPOL
international convention was held. It has had the bipartisan support of both major political
parties in the Federal sphere. The Federal Government has allowed the State's ri~ts to be
recognized by providing that the State Government is able to administer within ItS sphere
of responsibility the 3-mile limit around the coast and the port facilities. That shows
incredible foresight and hope for the future with regard to other measures coming before
Parliament involving similar matters of national significance.
I have directed the attention of the Minister to the provision of facilities for policing the
ports and the policing of the bays by the use of patrol boats. It is important that there are
adequate facilities at the ports to ensure that spillages are kept to an absolute minimum.
Of course, the optimum situation is that no spillage occur at all. Honourable members
should consider the provisions and realize that the local practical applications of the
international agreement are extremely important to the well-being of our shore line and
the future of Australia's coastline.
We had banter before about whether people consider these to be important. No one
here would doubt the Australian love of beaches. They must be protected at all costs. I
have much pleasure in supporting the Bill.
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-This is an important Bill for Victoria. Major concern
has been expressed by many groups, entities and individuals about pollution of our
shoreline. Fortunately, most of that pollution is accidental but, from time to time, as is
highlighted in the press, purposeful discharge occurs. Honourable members will recall that
such a purposeful discharge occurred in Port Phillip Bay in recent times.
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Undoubtedly, such discharge should attract not only the anger of the community but
also the immediate response oflaw enforcement agencies to ensure that remedial action is
taken and that offenders are brought to account.
The port of Western Port has been mentioned and that is one of many areas in Victoria
that attract concern about potential pollution, especially on a major scale. I, like the
honourable members for Mornington, Dromana, Frankston and others who represent
areas abutting Western Port, have become aware at the local level of the issues that are
involved.
Not long after I was elected to Parliament some years ago, I was telephoned early one
morning about an accidental discharge that had taken place in the Western Port bay area.
An oil tank installation belonging to BP Australia Ltd had sprung a major leak overnight
and the huge volume contained by the tank had been discharged, initially into the ground.
Anyone familiar with that area would know that the installation includes a bunkering
system that goes around the perimeter of the property. Such was the volume of the
discharge that the ground could not hold the spillage and a percentage of it ended up in
Western Port bay.
That created a major problem at the time because of the penguins, seals and other
prolific marine life in the bay. It was understandable that people were concerned. In
fairness to BP, remedial action was instantaneous. BP did everything possible to ensure
that the spillage was cleaned up.
I learned on that day about some of the modern techniques available for the cleaning
up of spillages. Booms are stored at the BP installation at Western Port. They are taken
into the water in small boats and encircle oil spillages and collect it by what could be best
described as a vacuum cleaner action. It works on the basis of sucking up large volumes of
oil and water or any other substance and putting it into a vessel that is desi~ned to pick up
the spillage. By this method, all that can be done physically to contain a spIllage is done.
That does not overcome the problem of identifying the cause of the spillage. It was
remarkable that the tank that caused the spillage was made of half-inch steel and over a
period of ten years the movement of oil in the tank had worn that half-inch steel through
to nothing. That is remarkable. That firm became very concerned when it learned of the
potential environmental damage and its liability for that damage.
I am highlighting this example for two reasons. My first reason is to show that accidental
discharge of pollutants can occur. That has happened in the past and no doubt it will occur
somewhere in Victorian waters. We must ensure that measures are in place to ensure that
whatever damage is sustained as a result of accidental discharge will be repaired forthwith.
My second reason is to demonstrate that pollutants can be discharged on purpose.
I have no time for any captain of a ship, be it of Australian origin or from any other
country, who enters our ports and purposefully and wilfully discharges any product of a
pollutant type into our waters. I am pleased to see that all honourable members share my
view that it is fair and reasonable that legislators should ensure that uniform laws are put
in place throughout the world.
The aim of the Bill is to ensure that legislation is uniform Australia-wide. It will
compliment moves that are afoot around the world so that stringent measures are put in
place to ensure that people who act negligently and who purposely discharge effluent into
water can be brought to book for their act. It is deplorable that such a situation should
exist, but it does happen.
Recently, in Port Phillip Bay after a ship had unloaded its cargo it was decided that its
rubbish would be pumped into the bay before the ship sailed out. That is an unacceptable
and intolerable situation.
No doubt the Bill receives the total support of the House because uniform legislation
throughout Australia will ensure that action of a positive nature can be taken.
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It has been suggested that discharges into Western Port bay through accidental spillage
may have contributed in part to the loss of seagrass. I have been a resident in the general
vicinity of Western Port bay all my life and people who have lived there for many years
longer than I have believe it is a cyclical thing, that seagrass varies considerably in density.
I have noticed a resurgence of seagrass in Western Port bay and in the Wilson's Promontory
area but a noticeable decline of seagrass in the Corner Inlet area.
It appears that further around the coast the bays are experiencing a dramatic loss of
seagrass growth. Not only does that have a major impact on ecology but also it has a major
impact on the livelihood of many residents of those areas, particularly professional
fishermen. Amateur fishermen are also concerned. Many amateur fishermen like to fish in
what is undoubtedly the best part of the shoreline. The Minister spends some time in these
areas while we are busily working in our electorate. Many people visit places like Western
Port and Phillip Island to fish and enjoy some of the recreational pleasures offered in that
region.
Some extensive surveys and considerable research have been made into the reasons
why seagrass, in Western Port in particular, has been on the decline in recent years. Many
theories have been put forward by eminent people who have conducted in-depth studies.
I assure honourable members that no one has given a reason why the seagrass has declined.
It has been claimed that farmers who have used fertilizers on their land have contributed
to this decline because much of the fertilizer ends up in the bay and has denuded it of
seagrass. Others have claimed that one of the major industries in the area, ACI Resources
Ltd at Lang Lang, which extracts large volumes of sand for commercial purposes, most of
which is delivered to metropolitan Melbourne, has had an impact on the loss of seagrass
in Western Port. None of those theories has been proven to be correct.
I am inclined to believe that the cyclic theory has a lot of substance. The theory is that
the seagrass declines every four or five decades. The older residents of the area suggest that
about 30 or 40 years ago that was the case.
The Opposition supports the provisions encompassed in the Bill. It wants all necessary
action taken against people who offend against or knowingly and wilfully pollute Victoria's
waters. It wants to ensure that accidental discharge of pollutants into the waterways is
adequately dealt with by appropriate measures being put in place. Accordingly, the
Opposition supports the Bill because it goes a long way towards ensuring that those
objectives can be achieved.
Dr WELLS (Dromana)-I rise with pleasure to speak on the Pollution of Waters by Oil
and Noxious Substances Bill. I commend the Government for its action in bringing the
measure before Parliament. It is a major step forward, as has been amply illustrated by
previous speakers.
It is worth while including some historic perspective about what the Bill is attempting
to do. Only in the late nineteenth century, around 1880, did the amount of pollution from
land-based coal burning engines reach such a level in the atmosphere that the buildings of
ancient Europe that had stood for hundreds or a thousand years began to be damaged.
About 100 years later those buildings are in danger of collapsing at a most amazing rate.
Most of Western man's cultural heritage, in the form of buildings, is literally collapsing
before our eyes at an amazing rate because of the effect of atmospheric pollution as acid
rains on buildings in the northern hemisphere. Unless something is done to clean up the
air in those areas, in a little less than 30 years the world is likely to have lost more than
half of those buildings.
That is one aspect of the subject of worldwide pollution. Pollution of the waterways of
the world has been recognized even more recently. It has been only since the second world
war that we have become aware of the fact that there are sufficient people on the earth
using sufficient materials that are discharging sufficient wastes to lead, in a short period of
a decade or so, to the situation where enclosed or semi-enclosed waterways became
threatened.
The first evidence emerged in rivers such as the Thames when suddenly after the second
world war there were no fish to be had in those waters and thinking people would not
swim in them.
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It is encouraging to report that in about 30 years that situation has been significantly
improved and fish have appeared again high up in the industrial areas of the Thames
River. After the second world war, the Swiss lakes, which are totally enclosed, suddenly
became unsupportive of biological life and it was for the reasons alluded to earlier-the
accumulation of various noxious substances, oils in part, but in that case, more importantly,
other chemicals, especially fertilizer residues and, to some degree, sewerage effluent. This
led to the Swiss lakes becoming virtually useless in a large part.
It is encouraging to report that, once again, in the course of a third of a century, much
has been done to reverse the situation. The Chesapeake Bay area in the United States of
America, which is a major waterway, suffered the same fate. These problems have their
own rate of development which suddenly catch up with mankind and, by the time we are
aware of what is happening, it is late in the day.

Oceans are, of course, not enclosed waterways in the sense of the previous areas I
mentioned and, therefore, one would think they are much less susceptible to long-term
damage. It is more difficult to identify what is happening in oceans and infinitely more
difficult to do anything about the problem. It is interesting that, in the early 1950s, the
French oceanographer, Jacques Cousteau, sounded the alarm bells about the huge Pacific
Ocean. To use his words, he said that it was "almost finished"; that the Pacific Ocean was
becoming a rubbish dump.
I believe that when the history of modern man is written, one of the great victories of
the United Nations will be recorded as the response to the problems of which Jacques
Cousteau alerted the world. The United Nations program has been mounted over the past
twenty years or so and has significantly improved several oceans and seas of the world. I
shall come to that point shortly.
It is worth while to substantiate some of the statements that pollution is occurring in
the oceans of the world. The subject is a fast moving one because man has multiplied at a
rate never previously recorded in history and at a rate that is extremely difficult even for
Parliamentarians to appreciate. Certainly it is an area where Parliamentarians have a
prime responsibility to attempt to lead the community into developing a greater
appreciation of the problem.

Many average persons in our community do not have access to the information which
is available to honourable members. Therefore, it is even later in the day when they
become aware of the problems. It is my belief that, if one looks around the world, one will
see that average men and women are keen to preserve our biosphere and its various parts.
Once they are aware of what is happening, they are more than willing to support specific
programs.
That is important in terms of Governments being willing to commit sufficient funds to
the great fight. In passing, I should say that Australia is not one of the leading nations of
the world in this regard. The nations surrounding the Mediterranean Sea, many of which
are developing nations with much lower living standards and per capita incomes than
Australians enjoy, are years ahead of Australia in contributing financially and legislatively
to programs for the control and improvement of the waterways abutting their shores. They
are years ahead of what has been done in our situation.
There are powerful illustrations of how pollution of the world's oceans have got out of
hand. I mentioned in the House previously the landmark illustration of mercury poisoning
off the coast of Japan and the United States of America from feedmill wastes that led to
poisoning of fish and eventually to the poisoning and death of human beings consuming
those fish and fish products.
Another dramatic illustration is the accumulation of lead in the ice of the Antarctic
region. If a vertical profile of an Antarctic icecap is taken, the lead pollution of that ice
goes from top through the profile until the time when the modem motor car first appeared
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in reasonable numbers. That problem is largely a question of air pollution, but it illustrates
the build up of waste that can flow into the waters of the world if that ice were to melt.
Less than ten years ago the Japanese proposed to dump low-grade radioactive waste
into the Pacific Ocean and it was only by a concerted campaign, largely led by developing
nations from the Pacific region, that this proposed program was stopped. Australians must
not be too critical of the Japanese policy makers because less than five years ago Australia
was dumping drums of highly toxic chemical waste into its oceans.
The sitting was suspended at 6.27 p.m. until 8. 7 p.m.

Dr WELLS-The fifth illustration I quote of significant pollution of the world's oceans
and waterways concerns Port Phillip Bay. A few years ago a scare occurred on the possibility
of high levels of mercury in sharks, which had a resultant effect on the sale of flake. More
recently there was the question of the possible poisoning of penguins from a black foam
oil-type substance which may have occurred as a result of drainage from the land or from
spillages of heavy tonnaged ships passing through Port Phillip Bay. The deaths of penguins
and other seabirds and toxicity levels of fish have caused grave concern and require
extremely careful examination. Every effort must be made to control effluent disposal into
Port Phillip Bay and other waters.
One of the world's greatest heritages is the Great Barrier Reef in Queensland. It is a
priceless and irreplaceable asset that has taken many centuries to form. It is at risk, and it
behoves all Australians to take seriously the question of control of pollution and of other
toxic wastes in this area.
Pollution of the world's waterways has a time-bomb aspect. Water begins its cycle in the
biosphere as rain; it is then flushed from the land into the sea and, by evaporation, returns
to the air to continue the cycle. The point I make is that whatever materials are dissolved
in rivers ~md waterways and whatever is tipped into oceans remains. That material is not
separated through the evaporative process and, over the years, it accumulates. Man has
an ever-increasing capacity to synthesize highly toxic chemicals in ever-increasing amounts
which ultimately contaminate the waterways of the world.
Approximately 70 per cent of the earth's surface consists of oceans and seas. That may
seem a large area considering that we have lived on the other 30 per cent since life first
appeared on the earth; but it is interesting that in terms of the pollution of air, the land
and the waterways, we have reached a critical point in all three areas at about the same
time in our historic development and within a very short period after man's numbers on
earth reached the billions.
This is the other aspect of the time bomb: that the numbers of people on earth-and,
therefore, their use of materials-is multiplying at such a rate that there is no comparison
with the past, and dangers can overwhelm us before we realize w.hat is happening. It is
significant that the earth's human population is doubling about every 40 years.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! The honourable member for Dromana
is straying from the Bill. What has the population of the earth to do with the Pollution of
Waters by Oil and Noxious Substances Bill?
Dr WELLS-With respect, Sir, I suggest that, when I have completed my address, you
will find that I have been on the Bill throughout. As the world's population doubles from
5 billion to 10 billion in the next 40 years, the oil pollution of the seas is likely to at least
double unless something is done about it. I make the point that, as it has taken 30 years to
introduce the first significant Bill in Victoria to deal with oil pollution, we need to move
more quickly when we consider the rest of the story. Members on the Government benches
will delude themselves if they walk from this Chamber tonight with puffed out chests and
patting themselves on their backs and saying, "What a good job we have done". I say to
honourable members opposite that they have just commenced the job!
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It was necessary that this subject be placed in historic and scientific context. This had
not previously been done in this debate. I have attempted to do so because it is necessary
to jolt the Parliaments of this nation to move more quickly and to accept their responsibility
to lead the people to deal with this matter in a more efficient manner than we have done
to date.
There is no justification for the fact that it has taken 35 or 40 years since the second
world war for these changes to be introduced into Australian Parliaments. This is just the
beginning of the job, and that is why it is necessary to remind honourable members that
we must move more quickly in the future.
There is no question that the program run by the United Nations over the past 30 years
to develop a program for pollution control in the world's oceans is an outstanding historic
achievement. That program began in the Mediterranean Sea when approximately seventeen
nations combined to attack a difficult problem using limited financial resources. It has not
cost Australia anything at all to bring in the current Bill in terms of prospective charges.
There will be charges for the owners of ships, but they can well include them in the cost of
the products serviced. The alternative is not to have those products because of pollution
damaging the world in which we live.
I shall comment briefly about the Australian scene and I emphasize that, in my view,
our performance has been slow, bad and unacceptable. The honourable member for
Lowan mentioned earlier the need for increased not decreased surveillance of our coastline.
He referred to a range of matters from the pollution of the waters to surveillance for
maintaining defence of our coastline. It is easy, as the Federal Labor Government has
shown, for Governments to ignore matters of this dimension because they are not on the
front line demanding attention as other matters are.
The problem facing Australian Governments and the Australian people goes beyond
just surveillance of the coastline because, in recent years, we have assumed responsibility
for an area of the world's oceans greater than Australia's land mass. We have not yet
demonstrated by any means that the financial resources are available to carry out that
task. Australia has a third major responsibility of controlling the largest area of Antarctica.
That is an area largely unpolluted at this time, and one to which Australia should give
more attention.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! I suggest that the honourable member
confines his remarks to the Bill.
Dr WELLS-It is important that Australia and Victoria now lead in reaching agreement
with other nations about ratifying the third, fourth and fifth annexes of this international
agreement, MARPOL 73/78.
I compliment the Victorian Government on approving the second annex relating to
noxious liquids other than oil. It is necessary for honourable members to examine the
question of packaged goods pollution, sewage pollution and garbage pollution. Within the
Australian scene, Victoria should lead in the further implementation ofMARPOL 73/78.
Melbourne is a great shipping centre; consequently, the risks for Melbourne are higher
than for some other capital cities. Western Port alone is the Victorian port with the greatest
tonnage being shipped from it.
Last year more than 12 million tonnes of oil were shipped from Bass Strait via Western
Port Honourable members are aware that that also brings with it particular dangers
relating to oil pollution following accident and pollution through discharge of various
substances. It is well within the interests of all Victorians that they examine carefully what
is occurring on the scene. The implementation ofMARPOL should be vigorously pursued
in this State.
In support of the remarks of the honourable member for Gippsland West, who referred
to seagrass in Western Port, I mention in passing that it is true that it is, in part, a cyclical
phenomenon. If one examined photographs of the area that were taken some 80 years ago,
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one would note that the seagrass was not present. It may now be on the decline for cyclical
reasons and/or because its growth is being retarded by oil or other chemical pollution. I
also mention the special responsibility relating to Western Port and its upper reaches,
where the movement of water is quite slow. For this reason, the introduction ofMARPOL
by the Victorian Government is very acceptable.
I refer also to the Victorian coast and its shipping lanes as raising additional
responsibilities for Victorians. History shows clearly that many sailing ships were wrecked
along that coast. Honourable members know that in 1970 the ship Ocean Grandeur was
wrecked off the coast of Queensland and discharged a large amount of oil into the waterways.
If something like that should occur along the Victorian coast-and there is a real possibility
of it-Victoria could face very grave difficulties.
I suggest to the Minister for Transport that it ought to be a particular responsibility of
the Government, taking the stimulus of MARPOL 73/78, to proceed now to re-examine
the guidelines and control mechanisms for Victoria's shipping lanes to ensure that they
are the very best possible.
I conclude my remarks by referring to the future of Victorians, Australians and mankind
in terms of pollution of the world's oceans.
The present controls are really not sufficient, although the MARPOL agreement will
now make it possible for agreement to be reached between nations that oil will not be
discharged within a 50-mile zone of the coast of the co-operatin~ nations. However, there
is nothing about water movement in the world's oceans that hmits rubbish to one area
and keeps it away from another. Therefore, what is dumped into one part of it can well
end up in another part.
It is necessary to consider the whole ocean as one unit and to ensure that as soon as
possible we stop discharging wastes into our waterways. It is not adequate to use the
oceans as the world sewers. That is the most disastrous program that could be embarked
upon in the long term. If necessary, it is far better to dispose of or even store those
materials on land, rather than letting them be placed in the waterways of the world.
I return to the point I made earlier. It has been a long, hard haul to reach the point of
agreement that has been reached in Victoria on the first two annexes in MARPOL 73/78.
I urge the Government to press on so that Australia becomes a world leader in encouraging
the formulation of practical guidelines which can be accepted by other nations so that we
may implement Annexes Ill, IV and V. It is only in that way that we will preserve what is
one of the major productive mechanisms and supply systems of the world-the oceans
and seas.
Above all else man has not really learned how to utilize the capacity of the waterways to
sustain him in food and other products. We will not have that opportunity unless we stop
pollution in those areas, and do so effectively before the twentieth century finishes.
Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-This is a matter on which, you, Mr Deputy Speaker, have
considerable knowledge from your experience sailing around. I have no doubt that had
you not been in the chair you would have made a contribution to this debate.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-I am even starting to blush from the chair.
Mr COLEMAN-The Bill has three principal functions: to prohibit the discharge of oil
and oily substances into the ocean in line with the requirements of the annexes in the
MARPOL convention agreement; to prohibit the discharge into the sea of other noxious
liquid substances such as hazardous chemicals and poisonous substances; and to provide
reporting mechanisms for any spillages that occur.
As the previous speaker has said, the issue of pollution in the waterways surrounding
Australia will have tremendous effect eventually on the Pacific region in which Australia
is situated. Increasingly significant numbers of fishing expeditions arrive in our waterways
from all parts of the northern hemisphere. It is obviously regarded as an area from which
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food supplies for a significant number of people in the world will be drawn. Therefore, it
is a significant achievement that Australia is aligning itself with the international convention
for the prevention of pollution from ships. It is significant that Australia has been a
signatory to that agreement and has been associated with its development since 1973.
The waters that are covered by the Bill are the waters for 3 miles beyond the low-water
mark and covers all the bays along the coast. Honourable members are well aware of the
significant tourist potential of the bays along the coast. The Bill provide an assurance that
any spillages that occur can be addressed and that the tourist potential of the areas along
the coast are maintained.
The port of Melbourne is confined within Port Phillip Bay, which has a narrow outlet
to the ocean so that any oil spill or spill of polluting substances which occurs within Port
Phillip Bay will have significant effects unless those spillages are properly controlled. The
Bill provides that stringent conditions will be attached to any spillages that occur from
any vessel within those waters.
During debate it has been claimed that that provision may not apply to rivers and
inland waterways, but that is not the case because the provisions of the Bill apply only to
vessels over 400 tonnes and there would not be many rivers or inland waterways that
would have the capacity to hold vessels of 400 tonnes or more.
Substantial penalties are provided for in the Bill; for exanlple, 500 penalty units for
persons and 5000 penalty units for body corporates involved in the discharge of oil or
liquid substances. Approximately 250 different types of chemicals come within the ambit
of this provision of the Bill which covers virtually any material that can be transported.
An intrinsic aspect of the Bill is that it provides for special areas outside the 50 nautical
mile limit from the nearest point of land, because it is feasible that any discharge from a
vessel would drift back to Australian territorial waters or, more importantly, the waters
covered by the Bill.
Coastal surveillance currently provides a good coverage of the northern waters but not
as substantial a coverage of southern waters where the bulk of oil is transported. From
information provided to the Opposition it is clear that any oily discharge from a vessel is
easily detectable from the air and action can easily be taken once the offending vessel
comes within the ambit of either Australian or Victorian legislation.
Another excellent aspect of the Bill is that there is no time limit in which prosecuting
action can be taken against an offending vessel. Once a vessel has been detected breaching
the provisions of the Bill, irrespective of when it docks in this State, action can be taken
to prosecute. Flagships of 37 countries have used the port of Melbourne in the past twelve
months. Although some of those ships may call only once and others regularly, it is
.
necessary to have the power to launch a prosecution at any time.
Some of the clauses contained in the Bill will supplement the provisions of the Navigable
Waters (Oil Pollution) Act 1960. The Bill mirrors Commonwealth legislation. The Bill
implements the MARPOL convention so far as Victoria is concerned and the other States
are' in the process of enacting complementary legislation. The community will benefit
from it.
The substantial regulations attached to the Bill provide for the way in which ships shall
be constructed. As I understand it, the regulations provide firstly that ships shall be
constructed in such a way that the ballast will protect the oil-carrying part of the vessel so
that, in the case of a rupture, the ballast rather than the oil will be exposed to the water;
and, secondly, that the partitioning within the ship shall be such as to allow only a limited
quantity to escape into the sea in the case of an oil spillage.
Those sorts of matters provide the Australian people, who are beach lovers, with an
opportunity of ensuring that those parts of our coast that are utilized for recreational
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purposes are properly protected and that people who have any investment in those places
have an opportunity of ensuring that our coasts are kept clean.
The Bill has general support, and I am sure that those people who have an interest in
the matter have expressed their opinions to the· Federal authorities who have obviously
been the co-ordinators of this matter.
The Ministry of Transport provided assistance for members of the Opposition to peruse
the Bill, and I am thankful for that support. I am sure the people to whom we spoke are
committed to the introduction of the Bill, and, flowing from that, I am sure pollution
problems in this State will be improved by the implementation of the Bill. Therefore the
Opposition supports the measure.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I thank all honourable members who have
contributed to the debate. It is important that all parties have supported the Bill and have
suggested that the problem of pollution is one about which all parties are concerned.
Victoria is certainly the first State to implement MARPOL, and in that sense, it is acting
as the guide or reference to Australia in ensuring that the Bill becomes a significant part of
our international treaty obligations.
The Commonwealth has acted with Victoria's support to enact Federal legislation,
which ensures that the benefits of the MARPOL convention apply to Victorian waters.
The Government expects that Parliament will deal with the later parts of MARPOL
once the Australian Transport Advisory Council, as a whole, has agreed to it.
A number of honourable members raised the Question of provision for supervision of
arrangements. The three ports set up by legislation and also the port of Western Port,
which is controlled by the Division of Ports and Harbors, all keep a very close watch on
pollution. The Bill will give more point to the close watch they keep.
I am pleased that all parties have accepted the Bill. It is the Government's intention to
bring it into effect as soon as possible and to ensure that the new and higher penalties for
any organization or individual polluting Victorian waters are really effective in preventing
the kind of oil spillages and other pollutants that have so wrecked the world's waterways,
as honourable members have described at length.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (interrupted on March 25) on the motion ofMr Walsh (Minister Assisting
the Minister for Labour) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! Before the honourable member for
Bulleen begins, I wish to remind him that he has only 29 minutes remaining in which to
speak.
Mr PERRIN (Bulleen)-When I last spoke on this Bill, I completed approximately two
sentences before the debate was interrupted. The Bill is a hotchpotch of amendments to
the Industrial Relations Act, foremost among which are the amendments to encapsulate
owner-drivers-small businessmen-to ensure that they come under the umbrella of the
proposed protective controls of the Transport Workers Union.
If one examines the various provisions of the Bill, one realizes that there is a great
preponderance of different provisions contained in it. The Opposition has made it clear
that it intends to oppose clauses 13 and 14, which relate to the owner-driver situation, and
it will also oppose clause 29, which contains amendments to the Industrial Relations Act.

Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill

9 April 1986

ASSEMBLY

941

The second-reading speech of the Minister provides the history of the Bill. I shall quote
from that speech which states:
Honourable members may recall that in 1983 this Government introduced a Bill to amend the Industrial
Relations Act which was designed, amongst other things, to properly deal with "captive owner-drivers" in the
road transport industry in the industrial relations context. The House may also recall that that measure was
defeated in another place for reasons which are still difficult to fathom.
However, since the defeat of that measure, the Government has received constant representation from the
transport industry-both from the Transport Workers Union and the Victorian Road Transport Associationconcerning the need to provide proper coverage under the Industrial Relations Act for "captive owner-drivers".

This is not the first occasion that this type of proposed legislation has been introduced
into the House. In the second-reading speech, the Minister stated that it is difficult to
fathom why the Upper House threw out the provisions when a similar Bill was introduced
in 1983.
If the Minister spoke to the small, captive owner-drivers, he would not find it difficult
to discover why the proposed legislation was thrown out in 1983 and why it should be
thrown out again on this occasion.
I shall refer to a letter from the Department of the Premier and Cabinet dated 14
February 1986. In that letter, the Premier makes it clear that the Bill is a response to
representations from the transport industry through the Victorian Road Transport
Association-the re\:ognized employer organization-and the Transport Workers Union.
That is the thrust of the Bill.
Those two organizations want the Bill to be passed. I shall deal with the Victorian Road
Transport Association later, but I indicate that there is no doubt that the major group that
wants the Bill passed is the Transport Workers Union. If one examines the letter to which
I referred, previous speeches and press releases that have been issued by the Minister, one
will realize that is the thrust of the Bill.
The Bill represents a protection racket for the Transport Workers Union. I shall refer to
the Minister's media release of8 November last year, headed "Government acts to protect
captive owner-drivers". The Minister believes the Bill will protect owner-drivers. However,
representations made to the Opposition indicate that the owner-drivers do not want to be
protected. The only group that wants protection is the Transport Workers Union, which
is the main beneficiary of the Bill.
In the third paragraph of his press release the Minister states:
Many owner-drivers are for all intents and purposes, employees, and a fairly common situation for such
drivers is that they are engaged exclusively by a company to deliver goods and services.

That is what the Minister said. I dispute that statement because this is a situation where
no protection is afforded the owner-drivers. The only thing the Transport Workers Union
of Australia wants to do is to snare owner-drivers and extract union fees from these people,
who are independent businessmen. If one considers the protection rackets that are run by
criminals, one would not possibly believe that a Government would introduce a measure
that would force an independent group of people in the community to provide funds to a
particular organization. This is what the Bill attempts to do to owner-drivers.
Who specifically wants the Bill? It has been alleged that the Victorian Road Transport
Association is agitating for the Bill to be introduced. I believe the main beneficiary of this
Bill will be the Transport Workers Union, which has an industrial agreement with the
road transport association. It may not be a registered agreement but it is in existence.
Many owner-drivers are not members of the association; they are small, independent
contractors and they have not joined that association.
The Road Transporter, in its January 1986 edition, talks about small business and the
inroads that are being made by the Government into small business. The Victorian Road
Transport Association is a member of a Canberra-based organization called the Council
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of Small Business Organizations of Australia, which is quoted in the article to which I
have referred. It continues:
"Deregulation, some of which could be useful but often regulation is introduced to protect small business and
therefore any movement in this direction must be closely watched. Sometimes regulation can assist your
particular market place.

The key words are "regulation is introduced". That organization is saying that its members
and the members of the Victorian Road Transport Association must be prepared to watch
closely the Bill that has been introduced.
Many people oppose the introduction of this measure. For the benefit of the House, I
shall outline some of the organizations that are opposed to the Bill. A letter was received
from the Australian Chamber of Manufactures dated 26 March 1986. In relation to clause
29, that organization states:
Clause 29 goes far beyond--

Mr CRABB (Minister for Labour)-On a point of order, it has been the custom of this
House that the second-reading debate should relate to the general principles or policy
implications of the Bill. The honourable member's comments on particular clauses would
be more appropriately confined to the Committee stage. This is a miscellaneous amendment
Bill that covers a number of issues. Without wishing to curtail the debate-rather wishing
to conduct it in a more appropriate fashion-it is proper that the second-reading debate
should be confined to the generalities of the issues contained in the Bill. Comments on
specific clauses should be more appropriately made in the Committee stage.
Mr GUDE (Hawthorn)-On the point of order, it is obvious that the Minister is testy
about the fact that a number of industry associations dispute the-The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! What is the point of order?
Mr GUDE-The honourable member for Bulleen is seeking to make known the views
ofa major contributor to the industry-namely, the Australian Chamber of Manufactures.
He ought to be able to do that during the second-reading debate, as is the normal practice.
The Minister's behaviour is testy and should not be allowed.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Order! I do not uphold the point of order. Although I agree
with the principle outlined by the Minister, that specifics should be dealt with during the
Committee stage, having listened to the debate I do not think the honourable member for
Bulleen has infringed the rules at this stage.
Mr PERRIN (Bulleen)-I can well imagine why the Minister is testy on this subject.
The Australian Chamber of Manufactures's letter states:
Clause 29 goes far beyond section 5 of the Conciliation and Arbitration Act 1904 upon which it is supposed to
be based.

On the second page of the letter the chamber refers to the principles of the Bill, which are
of so much concern to the Minister. The chamber quotes from its submission to the
Hancock inquiry on industrial relations as follows:
The Chamber opposes any suggestion that the Commission's power over independent contractors be extended.
The new concept of 'quasi employees' will merely generate confusion and uncertainty. The suggested changes
will do little to give disputes over whether a person is an 'employee' or a 'genuine independent contractor' -new
dividing lines and the 'grey areas' will emerge".

That is the evidence of the Australian Chamber of Manufactures regarding the
independence of quasi-employees or sub-contractors. The letter also states:
We have expressed the same concerns to the Government on this proposal. In addition, we have expressed our
opposition to the use of Parliamentary power to deem people to be what they are not.

That is a clear implication that the Bill is not required by that chamber. The letter
concludes:
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If this proposal were to proceed then considerable uncertainty is introduced into business: drivers being
independent contractors at common law but not for this Act; independent for the Payroll Tax Act 1977 but
possibly not for the Accident Compensation Act 1985, depending on how it is interpreted.
To avoid uncertainty, the Chamber believes it is now necessary for government to undertake action to endorse
the right of citizens to choose to conduct independent businesses and to enter freely contractual relationships
without interference. To this end, deeming provisions should be rejected.

They are the words of the Australian Chamber of Manufactures which has told members
of Parliament that it does not want the proposed legislation to go through.
It gets better! I have a telex dated 25 March 1986 that is addressed to the honourable
member for Hawthorn. It is headed "Re: Owner Drivers-Amendments to the Victorian
Industrial Relations Act". The telex made these comments about the Bill.
1. We understand that further amendments to the Victorian Industrial Relations Act relating to owner drivers
have been drafted and will be read to Parliament tonight.
2. Members of the Australian Road Transport Federation utilise thousands of owner drivers in Victoria. As
such our members are vitally concerned with any legislation which may materially affect the contractual status
between the principal and the owner driver.
3. In this area we believe it quite erroneous and misleading to deem an owner driver an employee and a
principal contractor an employer. Differences between an employer/employee relationship and principal contractor/
owner driver relationship are fundamental and should not be blurred by legislative changes of the kind proposed.
4. We are extremely disappointed that these amendments have been made without consultation. Input from
the major organisation in the transport area is essential before legislative amendments which have such a
significant impact on our members are presented to Parliament.
5. In the absence of such consultation we must strenuously oppose the legislation.

The telex was signed by Mr Hargreaves, the Executive Director of the Australian Road
Transport Federation.
The correspondence that the Opposition has received clearly indicates that the
Government has not consulted widely with the transport industry. Various sectors of the
industry are concerned about the principles contained in the Bill. Those sections of the
industry have given the Opposition an instruction; they have told it to throw out these
clauses of the Bill.
I have another telex which is dated 25 March 1986 and which was also sent to the
honourable member for Hawthorn. It is from Mr Duffield, Chairman of the National
Freight Forwarders Association, another organization in the transport industry which has
not been consulted on the proposed legislation by the Government. The Opposition knows
why. It is because the Government does not want to consult with the general industry as
it knows various sections of it oppose the Bill. The industry knows the Opposition is
prepared to act upon its requests and will oppose various clauses of the Bill. The telex
from Mr Duffield stated:
1. As chairman of the National Freight Forwarders Association I wish to convey my support for the ARTF
position concerning the above legislation.

He was referring to the previous telex from which I have just quoted. Mr Duffield continued:
2. I can only emphasize the critical impact such legislation may have on my company and other members of
the National Freight Forwarders Association.
All members of the Association utilize owner drivers. This is part of the nature of our business and any
infringement on our ability to so contract would seriously affect our ability to properly service clients.
3. National Freight Forwarders members-Mayne Nickless, TNT, IPEC, Brambles, United Transport and
Tradex Transport collectively contract with over 2000 owner drivers in Victoria.
4. We reiterate our disappointment that an organisation with such an extensive interest in this area has not
had the opportunity to fully examine the draft amendments and we trust that we will be afforded this opportunity
in the near future.

Once again honourable members understand that there has been no consultation with the
transport industry.
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I can see the Minister for Public Works, who is at the table, is a little testy about the
subject. I refer him to the File publication of the Australian Chamber of Manufactures
which is dated 21 February 1986. The File talks about small business and independent
contractors, owner drivers who wish to be their own people and not part of an organization.
They do not wish to be employees and do not wish to join the Transport Workers Union.
I shall quote the last two paragraphs:
It is time for business to draw the line against that attitude and against Government abuse of Parliamentary
power to deem people to be what they are not.
It is time to confirm the independence of business and its right to choose its own contractual relationships.

There we have it. Organizations that are rightly concerned with the transport industry
have made it clear that they do not support the proposed legislation. They support the
Opposition's view that certain clauses in the Bill should be rejected.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr PERRIN-The honourable member for Derrimut might like to know that the
Opposition has received letters from constituents of his begging the Opposition to throw
out these clauses. Members of the Opposition have received letters from constituents in
electorates of the whole of the Government back bench asking that the Opposition look
after independent owner-drivers, and that is what we will do.
There is no doubt that over a long period this Government has had a standing theme of
geeming small independent contractors-the lifeblood of the business community-as
employees under all types of Acts of Parliament. The Bill represents a string oflegislation.
The Government is being underhanded.
I refer honourable members to the provisions in the Pay-roll Tax Act which deems
small owner-drivers to be employees and they must pay pay-roll tax. The WorkCare
legislation contains provisions which ensure that small independent contractors are deemed
as employees. There is no doubt they are independent contractors.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr PERRIN-It is obvious that I am touching close to the bone of members on the
Government side because they are becoming testy. In 1982 one of the first Bills introduced
by the incoming Labor Government was an amendment to the Pay-roll Tax Act which
deemed contractors to be employees. The Federal Government also introduced
amendments which deemed independent contractors as employees.
Dr COGHILL (Werribee)-On a point of order, at an earlier stage in the contribution
of the honourable member it was necessary to direct attention to the way in which he was
diverting from the standard manner of debate during the second-reading stage. It is
obvious that the honourable member in this case is not only diverting in the manner in
which he was previously, but he is also referring to the actions of another Parliament,
actions which are remote from any implications in the Bill.
His remarks are certainly not directly related to the general thrust or specific clauses of
the Bill. I ask that his attention be brought to the requirement that he should keep his
remarks relevant to the Bill during the second-reading stage and not divert to discuss
extraneous matters.

Mr GUDE (Hawthorn)-On the point of order, it is a pity the honourable member for
Werribee does not know the details of the proposed legislation his Government has
introduced. If he had read the Bill and turned to clause 14 he would have found specific
reference to deeming provisions.
One of the major features of the Bill to which the Opposition objects, and to which
industry associations and individual members of those associations object, is the deeming
provisions. One would have thOUght that, since the honourable member for Werribee is
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the Cabinet secretary, he would have made an even closer scrutiny of the proposed
legislation. Clearly that is not the case and I ask that he be ruled out of order.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill)-On the point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, the
honourable member for Werribee has raised a spurious point of order relating to relevance.
The honourable member is out of order and there is no point of order. The honourable
member for Bulleen's comments directly relate to the Bill. The Bill is concerned with
deeming provisions and owner-drivers. I shall not take up any more of the remaining time
available of the honourable member for Bulleen because the objective of the honourable
mem ber for Werribee was to waste time.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! I thank the honourable member for
Forest Hill for his comments but the Chair will make the decision, not the honourable
member for Forest Hill. Although I shall not uphold the point of order raised by the
honourable member for Werribee, I point out that a second-reading debate is confined to
the general application of the Bill itself. The debate is not limited to clauses and I ask the
honourable member for Bulleen to direct his remaining comments to the general application
of the Bill.
Mr PERRIN (Bulleen)-I am obviously getting under the skin of the Government. The
Bill is indicative of a consistent pattern from both the State and Federal Governments of
forcing more owner-drivers into the net of unions and union domination. The Bill is part
of that program. Small owner-drivers should not be deemed employees. Many of them
provide more than their labour; they provide the capital equipment as well. Owner-drivers
pay for their trucks, petrol, tyres and the wear and tear of those vehicles. Employees do
not pay these costs. Owner-drivers usually operate under a business name, with their
wives or husbands being part of the business. Ifan employee driver's vehicle breaks down,
that employee still gets paid. It is the employer who pays for the repairs of the truck, not
the employee. If a small owner-driver's vehicle, even a captive owner-driver's vehicle
breaks down, he does not receive any income until the vehicle is repaired and operating
again and he has to pay for the repairs.
Independent truck contractors do not receive holiday payor sick pay. Those benefits
are incorporated into the general fees that they charge for their services. They are paid
according to results. If they do not work a day, they do not get paid. That is what these
people are concerned about.
I have examined the income of a number of owner-drivers and they are not making
large sums of money. They have to pay for licence fees and various other costs. They are
not in a position to contribute to the Transport Workers Union or some other union, or
pay the Medicare levy or WorkCare levy that has been imposed upon them by
Governments.
Small business people have conducted a widespread media campaign over the past few
weeks on 3MP, 3A Wand the ABC radio; through the television networks and the
newspapers. A petition has been sent to the Minister for Labour and the Government,
asking that the Bill be withdrawn. Letters have been sent to many honourable members
from all parts of Melbourne. Letters have come from Richmond, Lilydale, North Croydon
and Tullamarine, all areas serviced by Labor members of Parliament.
I also have a letter from constituents of the Premier. People from Bundoora have written
to the Opposition asking it to oppose and throw out the proposed legislation.
The Bill has tremendous implications for Victorians. It is a vicious attack on small
business men and women of Australia, who take a risk by investing their own capital to
create wealth for themselves and to leave a legacy for their children.
Victoria is the highest taxed State in Australia. The Government has imposed burden
after burden on owner-drivers and there is no doubt-Session 1986-33

946

ASSEMBLY

9 April 1986

Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! The honourable member's time has
expired.
Mr Gude-Mr Acting Speaker, I direct your attention to the state of the House.
A quorum was formed.

Mr RAMSAY (Balwyn)-It is an unbelievable reflection on the attitude of the
Government that it should be necessary to call a quorum in the middle of a debate on a
Bill that will amend the Industrial Relations Act. Honourable members recognize how
important sound industrial relations legislation is for the health and welfare of the
community. If a community does not have basic legislation in place which will enable
rapid resolution of industrial disputes and the peaceful negotiation of differences of opinion
between employers and employees, it is in trouble.
It is significant that this Government, which has prided itself for so long on what it
claims is a magnificent industrial relations record, is prepared to allow its numbers to fall
below a quorum while attempting to amend the Industrial Relations Act. Members of the
Government have failed to contribute in any meaningful way to a constructive debate on
this issue.
I remind honourable members of the excellent and constructive contribution of the
honourable member for Hawthorn who led the Opposition's response to the Minister's
second-reading speech before Easter. It was a fulsome contribution which gave a significant
amount of detail about various clauses of the Bill and the thrust of amendments to the
Act. The honourable member pointed out a number of significant weaknesses with which
I shall deal in a moment.
The Bill involves a number of unrelated matters, many of them designed to improve
the efficiency of the Industrial Relations Commission, the availability and prompt delivery
of reports and the manning of the commission, particularly the creation of a deputy
president. That unfortunate provision has resulted from the untimely illness of the
commission's first and only president, Mr Keith Marshall. I am sure honourable members
would want to extend to Mr Marshall every good wish for a rapid improvement in his
health.
The amendments to improve the functioning and operation of the commission are
supported by the Opposition. However, it would be irresponsible for Parliament to allow
the Bill to proceed without a significant number of important amendments taking place.
The Bill is not only an attempt by the Government to improve the efficiency and operation
of the Act, but is also designed to introduce some new concepts in a number of industrial
relations areas.
The concept I emphasize tonight is the concept that under certain circumstances as
determined by the Government, the Industrial Relations Commission should be allowed
on the initiative of either the Minister or the particular trade union to deem that certain
persons are employees-against the will of those people. If ever there were an infringement
of individual liberties and human rights this Bill must be a glowing example.
This concept is contained in clause 14, dealing with the road transport industry, where
the Government is proposing that the commission, on application by the Minister or the
Transport Workers Union of Australia, may rule that a person is or persons within a
specified class are employers in the road transport industry and that a person is or persons
within a specified class are employees in the road transport industry. It does not matter
what you, Mr Acting Speaker, or I think, or even how the persons themselves regard their
stature; if the commission says that they are employers and employees, so be it.
One wonders what the Government thinks it is doing. Why should it be necessary to
give anyone the power of making decisions on the employment of people and on the
businesses of people? The people do not want it; the businesses do not want it; the only
people who might want it are the Transport Workers Union of Australia and the
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Government which, I am sure, is acting as the lackey for the Transport Workers Union. It
is a misuse of the power of Parliament that the Government should attempt to introduce
this concept into industrial relations legislation.
Victoria has a fine model of an industrial relations system. Conciliation and Arbitration
Boards, formerly wages boards, are a concept that go back to the turn of the century with
the idea that people working in the industry, representatives of employers and employees,
should be able to come together with an independent chairman to determine working
conditions and award conditions in their industry. The concept of people involved in the
industry participating in those issues is one that should be cherished.
When the Government reaches the point of using legislative measures to insist that
people be regarded as employers and employees when they do not want to be so regarded,
it is a complete misuse of the legislative power of Parliament and the Opposition will have
no bar of it.
If the Government could point to people making requests as employers and employees
and as small business people such as the owner-drivers, who are so proud of their
independence and so vehement in defence of their rights to operate small businesses, and
approaching the Government to say that their conditions in the industry are intolerable
and that they are being exploited and want the Government to take these steps to protect
them, one could begin to understand the actions of the Government.
The Government has not been approached by these people for the Government to take
this action; the Government has been approached only by the Transport Workers Union,
which is hungry to get more members and more control over its members and industry to
keep the members subservient to the employers for whom they work so that the union can
call the tune on industrial relations, rather than letting the problems be worked out
between intelligent people who are prepared to discuss the issue and make their business
plans accordingly.
I have here a number of petitions which may not be in a style suitable for presentation
to Parliament, but pages and pages of petitions were brought to me at this place not by
trade union members as such and not by people who have a passing interest in the matter,
but by people who feel directly concerned and threatened by what the Government is
doing with this Bill. I shall read several of them to the House. The first one states:
To the Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs, Government of Victoria.
We, the undersigned, are owner-drivers operating our own businesses.
We protest in the strongest possible terms against the proposed amendments to the Industrial Relations Act
notified in your press release of Friday, 8 November 1985.
These amendments will destroy our industry and businesses by effectively taking away reward for effort and
endeavour.
We demand that you withdraw these proposed amendments immediately.

There are pages of petitions signed by owner-drivers. Another batch of these petitions
signed in support of owner-drivers states:
We, the undersigned, support owner drivers in their endeavours to remain operating their own businesses.

What does the Government think it is doing, saying to small business people, "No, you
are going to be deemed to be employees; we are going to direct that you shall be employees,
and you shall behave like employees; you shall do as you are told by your employer; the
employer will have the right to hire and fire you under certain circumstances; the employer
will deduct your taxation contributions in accordance with the law of the land; and you
will have the holidays specified for employees in this industry. You can no longer run your
own business".
The people concerned have risen up in protest and have sent this protest to the former
Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs, who has changed his name to the Minister
for Labour. Perhaps it is significant that the Minister who wants to be the Minister for
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Labour wants to turn these business people into labourers. Is that what he is on about?
That is the way it would seem to Parliament, and that is why the House must reject these
amendments.
Another group of these petitions states:
We the undersigned wish to express our objection to the Government's proposed inclusion of Section 22A in
the Industrial Relations Act regarding self-employed owner-drivers in the road transport industry. We respectfully
request that the Government and its Ministers withdraw this attack on these small businessmen and women in
our state.

That is what it is all about. I am glad to pass these petitions across the table to the Premier,
who has just come into the House, so that he can see for himself the concern he and his
Government have created in the community-not among big business people but among
small business people who on their own find it difficult to stand up for themselves and
protect themselves from this sort of measure.
They do not have a champion and the champion of these people is sitting here led by
the honourable member for Hawthorn, as the shadow Minister for Labour, who is prepared
to go in to bat for these people and for other small businesses in the community. It is not
only the individual signatories of these petitions who are rising up in protest. Other
organizations have been bombarding the House with telegrams, cables and letters in recent
weeks. The Minister, in introducing the Bill, had the impertinence to say that the Victorian
Road Transport Association wanted this Bill passed because it wanted some so-called
order in the industry.
Soon after the introduction of the Bill, the association directed to me a telex signed by
Mr Beamish, the chief executive of the association, which said:
Re amendment Industrial Relations Act concerning road transport industry.
We agree in principle with the registration of agreements between parties for remuneration of owner-driver
sub-contractors who are captive to another transport company.

However, the telex went on to state:
Strongly oppose any legislation declaring persons, employers or employees at law quote at law.

The Government has gone the wrong way about fixing any problem that exists in the
industry. It is using a heavy-handed method that has caused the most serious objections
to come from the very people whom it claims to want to assist.
The telex dated 15 November last from the Victorian Road Transport Authority was
followed up more recently with a telex dated 27 March and directed to the Opposition,
this time from the Australian Road Transport Federation, which is the national body of
which the Victorian Road Transport Authority is a constituent member.
The national view of the road transport industry is particularly relevant. The telex to
which I refer was addressed to my colleague, the honourable member for Hawthorn, and
it reads as follows:
The Australian Road Transport Federation welcomes your suggestion (Legislative Assembly daily at page 6.
March 1986 Hansard 25) that you "are prepared to work with the Minister, the (Road Transport) Industry and
the (Transport Workers) Union to see if another solution can be found ... ". To the current issues which cause
us concern.
Equally, we applaud your suggestion that "the Government (should) work with the Opposition, the industry
and the unions to seek a resolution to the problem. We share this view and have called Oil Minister Crabb to
adopt this suggestion.
We have today telexed Minister Crabb in the following terms:
Further to our previous telexes on this subject, we call on your Government to withdraw clauses 13 and 14 of
the amending Bill and to examine what might be done to enable registration of owner driver agreements in
Victoria.
We believe that benefit to the road transport industry will accrue from such a course.
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I hope that the Minister for Public Works, who is at the table, will confer with his
colleague, the Minister for Labour, and that they will see the wisdom of not proceeding
with this particular section of the Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill.
The Opposition acknowledges that there are other parts of the measure that will improve
the operation of the Act, but to throw into it proposed section 22A will cause nothing but
hardship and hurt; the only people who will benefit from it will be members of the
executive of the Transport Workers Union of Australia, because it will improve their
industrial muscle in the workplace. It will improve their control in an industry that is very
heavily unionized, an industry that is renowned for its co-operation with other unions,
even when those other unions establish unofficial pickets.
I direct the attention of the House to the unofficial picket that was set up outside the
premises of the Dollar Sweets Co. Pty Ltd for weeks and weeks during last year, where
there was scribbled on a piece of Burnle board, "Union Picket Line".
Members of the Transport Workers Union, no matter what they really thought of what
the union was doing, were not able to cross that line. Their trucks could go no further.
They feared repercussions from the trade union movement if they in any way appeared to
support that company.
When members of a union are fearful of doing what they know to be ri~t because of
the standover tactics of som.e of those union bosses, one can recognize the Importance of
Governments, including the Labor Government, in standing up to those unprincipled
tactics.
The Minister for Labour has claimed to be strong and tough when it comes to the
Builders Labourers Federation. However, in. this proposed legislation he has introduced a
provision that indicates he will lie down and be driven over by the Transport Workers
Union, simply to increase the power of that union.
I hope the Minister for Public Works, who I know has long and meaningful discussions
about these issues with the Minister for Labour from time to time, will take the time
between now and the Committee stage of the Bill to recognize that clause 14 must be
removed in its entirety and redrafted.
The honourable member for Hawthorn has made an offer on behalf of the Opposition
that the Opposition will not sit back and criticize. Opposition members will attend a
conference with the Government, members of the Transport Workers Union of Australia
and representatives of the Victorian Road Transport Association to develop a sensible
proposal that the community will support. Another party that should be represented at
the conference are the owner-driver organizations because they are the ones for whom the
Government claims it is trying to improve conditions. They are the people who are having
decisions made for them by the Government, but they are decisions in which they take no
part.
When the Government starts to act as Big Brother making decisions for other people
without consulting those people, but consulting instead their minders-an associated
trade union or employer association-the Government is on the wrong track and must
turn around and start again. The other grave aspect of the Bill which amends the Industrial
Relations Act is that the Government is prepared to include provisions that will strengthen
the position of trade unions, which already have an inordinate amount of power and
strength, in a new bargaining situation. A close reading of clause 29 indicates exactly how
this will be achieved. Clause 29 is designed to replace section III of the principal Act with
words that the Minister has said are "sweetness and light" and taken straight from the
Conciliation and Arbitration Act. However, a closer reading reveals the words do not stem
from that Act.
Proposed new section III will place a stopper on employers from dismissing an
employee. If the clause is passed an employer will no longer be able to dismiss an employee
if the employee is, has been or at any time has proposed to do things for the purpose of
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advancing or protecting the industrial interests of an association of employees or its
members in accordance with the express authorization of the association given in
accordance with its rules; the activity being within the limits of the association's authority.
The Government is telling an employer that he will have to put up with the most militant,
unpleasant, annoying, aggravating ratbag of a union organizer as long as he is prepared to
stay in employment, no matter what he does and as long as his union has given him
permission.
Where is industrial relations in this State heading? Honourable members know that the
only real solution to industrial relations differences is sensible consultation. That is what
the conciliation and arbitration boards are all about. They provide a proper structure for
sensible consultation with an independent chairman or arbitrator when any difficulties
arise. Into the reasonable plans being developed the Government is trying to take specific
action, but it will throw the whole structure out of balance. It will make it a little easier for
militant unions to interfere with production and cause employers, manufacturing
companies and organizations the utmost difficulties. It will cause them to bow to the
demands of a particular trade union, which may be completely unreasonable.
It is the complete antithesis of what the Industrial Relations Act and the Industrial
Relations Commission are all about. The Minister knows that is the case.
Why should an employer have to put up with any employee who misuses his authority
within the union to disrupt the activities and the production of his particular plant? The
activity must be within the limits of the association's authority. One cannot legislate on
some of these finer points of what is or is not within the authority of a trade union. It is
unreal to suggest that those particular words protect an employer from the improper
behaviour of a union.
One of the significant differences between the wording in this Bill and the wording in
the Commonwealth Act is the absence of the word "lawful". The Commonwealth Act
refers to all things for the purposes of advancing or protecting the industrial interests of an
association. The word "lawful" has disappeared from the Bill and it highlights the problem
that the Government is creating for future employment in the State.
I am not a union basher; I have never been a union basher. I am interested in
organizations of employees who are prepared to elect representatives, whether it be shop
stewards on the floor or representatives on the wages boards to sit down with the employers
and to work out in a sensible, rational discussion how any situation should be resofved.
However, if the Government is to insert into the Bill a provision which says, "Mr
Employer, you must put up with any union organizer or any union activist in your
organization as long as he is taking his orders only from the trade union and as long as he
is acting within the limits of the association's authority, you cannot dismiss him", it will
place a completely unreasonable burden on an employer.
One will obtain the best production out of any work force if one has good industrial
relations, sensible lines of communication and a constructive approach to the resolution
of problems, That has been illustrated time and again, but why does the Government want
to tie the hands of an employer in favour of the bad apple in the union barrel who becomes
an agitator in the workplace in a manner that is the complete antithesis of the provisions
in the Industrial Relations Act?
I cannot understand it and I do not believe the Minister Assisting the Minister for
Labour can understand it, either. It would be interesting if some Government members
spoke in the debate to justify the approach of the Labor Party to this particular clause, but
it is clear that Government members will remain silent. I do not understand why they are
so quiet. Is it because they do not care? Are they under instruction from the Government
not to participate in meaningful debate in this place? Is it because in their heart of hearts
they feel the Government is wrong? Perhaps they opposed it in caucus but they lost and
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they are not prepared to speak the truth now. It is a shameful day when Government
members are silent on issues of such importance.
The various clauses of the proposed legislation are many and manifold. They will be
discussed more fully in the Committee stage. My effort tonight has been to point out that,
regardless of any amendments the Government may make to try to improve the Industrial
Relations Act, if it uses provisions such as this it will do a grave injustice to certain
sections of the community, which is precisely what the Government is doing to those
small businessmen who are proud of the fact that they are independent, owner-drivers.
If one is to do a grave injustice to employers and say, "No matter how irresponsible a
union activist in your employment may be, you cannot dismiss him or her", if one is to
impose that sort of injustice on a section of the community, the whole of the proposed
legislation is called into question.
I urge the Government to think again before it goes down this ridiculous road.
Mr Gude-Mr Acting Speaker, I direct attention to the state of the House.
A quorum was formed.
Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra)-The Bill is designed to improve and amend, according
to the Government, the present law on industrial relations in Victoria. The Opposition
believes the Bill will haye the opposite effect and will further cornplicate the industrial
scene, which is already in chaos not only in Victoria but also in the whole of Australia.
After four years of Labor Governments there is ample evidence to show that their
approach to industrial relations is designed to enhance and strengthen the role of the
union movement in Australia.
The Government will probably readily admit to that and I hope the Australian people
will carefully examine the performance of Labor Governments in achieving that objective;
but also, I hope they will agree with me that the Bill indicates the real objective of this
Government and that is enhancing the role of the union movement in Victoria.
The best measure of the Government's performance-and the Premier is always telling
Parliament and others how proud he is of his Government's performance-is to have a
look at its track record on industrial relations over the past four years and to ask oneself:
if the Government, which is identified with that track record in industrial relations, is
proposing changes to the law which obviously give further power to unions in certain
circumstances, is that in the interests of the State? Will it help the economy? Is it fair? Is it
equitable or will it merely create more chaos and reduce the rights of people?
I shall give honourable members some examples of what I think are highlights of the
Government's performance in industrial relations over the past four years; but firstly, I
should say that for three years in the previous Parliament I was the Opposition shadow
Minister for Health and in that time the Government actively encouraged the Hospital
Employees Federation to seek to control the public hospitals and the health system of
Victoria.
In the face of advice that should have been heeded, not only from me but also from
other people independent from Parliament, the Government reduced the working hours
in the public hospital system because the union said that it had to be done. The reduction
of working hours in the public hospital system was a major and serious error that should
not have been made. However, the Government gave in to the union because that was its
objective.
Still on the subject of the health system, the Government agreed there should be more
demarcation of duties on top of the already incredible pile of duties demarcated between
unions. The incredible situation now exists that in many areas in the public health system,
especially in hospitals, two people are performing the job that previously one person
carried out. There are reports of a worker belonging to one union refusing to allow another
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worker belonging to another union to supervise or be directly or indirectly involved in
observing the work of the other person. That is a macabre situation which is costing a
fortune and depriving people of hospital treatment and health care that is needed. It has
contributed to a massive explosion in the length of public hospital waiting lists, which are
now 150 per cent greater than they were in 1982 when the Labor Party first took office in
Victoria. Approximately 27 000 people are currently waiting for elective surgery due to
the industrial policy of the Government.
The shameful situation exists where the Government has permitted workers at the
Royal Melbourne Hospital who do not wish to join a union to be picketed and harassed
for weeks on end until such time that the Government sanctioned an agreement between
the management of the hospital and the unions. The agreement involved the people not
wishing to join a union continuing to work at the hospital only if they were quarantined
from the other workers. Partitions were built around them so that they would never be
able to work shoulder to shoulder with other workers at the hospital.
They are some examples of the track record of the Government. I remind honourable
members that the Premier and his Ministers have continually stated that fewer industrial
disputes have occurred this year than in previous years. That may be so statistically, but I
suggest that the figure in which honourable members should be interested is the number
of hours and days lost in the workplace due to work bans where workers turn up for work,
punch the time clock, get paid, but do not carry out the duties for which they are employed.
I suggest that there has been a scandalous explosion in the loss of hours and days in the
workplace under the Cain Labor Government due to work bans.
Dr Coghill-What is the evidence?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! The honourable member for Werribee
is out of order.
Mr LIEBERMAN-The railways are a classic example. That system may well need to
be closed down as a last desperate act because the Government has totally lost control of
it.
Mr McNamara-Wheat growers!
Mr LIEBERMAN-That is another example~ everyone will suffer. Unfortunately, many
union members will also lose their jobs and incomes due to the disruption caused by some
of their comrades. Another example is the stoppages that took place at the Portland
smelter site. God knows what those stoppages cost the community!
Mr Maclellan-Only Mr Cain will know.
Mr LIEBERl\1AN-That is correct, and the Premier will not inform us. I could go on
and on giving examples. From my experience as a former shadow Minister for Health, I
know of hospital wards that had work bans placed on them for weeks on end. The wards
were staffed by 3, 4 or 8 persons, but there were only one or two patients in the wards.
The staff were sitting around drinking tea and doing other casual things although they
had clocked on for work and were receiving their pay. The reason for that was that other
unions had put bans on admissions to those hospitals and the Government was doing
nothing about it.
On one occasion I was responsible for moving a motion of want of confidence in the
former Minister of Health, now the Minister for Transport, when for some weeks he had
allowed the unions to paralyze the operations of the Royal Melbourne Hospital. That is
Victoria's largest public hospital and its emergency section was closed down for the first
time in its 130 years of history because of bans. Tonnes of putrifying linen were lying in
corridors in that hospital because of those bans.
Mr Micallef-What does that have to do with the Bills?
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Mr LIEBERMAN-I am pleased the honourable member for Springvale has interjected
because it has a lot to do with the Bill. The people of Victoria, when they have proposals
for changes to the industrial law thrust upon them, are entitled to ask the effects of these
proposals. They can take account of the Government's performance over the past four
years and ask whether the Government will enforce and administer these new laws evenhandedly or at all.
We suspect that the Government will simply administer the law according to the
dictates of certain irresponsible unions that have domination and de facto control over
many of the major decisions of the Government.
I refer honourable members to proposed section 22A, which provides, as I understand
it, that small business people in the State, who are attempting to build up businesses to
support their families and to provide for their retirement, shall be forced to come under
the Carters and Drivers Award and be deemed to be workers for the purpose of that award.
In the context of the Government's track record in the past four years, it is reasonable
for us to ask what the Government is up to. Why should the owner-drivers, the small
business people in the transport industry, be covered by an award and be deemed to be
employees?
I noticed Mr Hodgson of the Transport Workers Union twiddling his moustache on
television after he had had to back down over the Ansett incident. He does not twiddle his
moustache half as well as does the Minister for Labour.
I have many friends who are small business owner-drivers and couriers. I saw j 11at
interview with Mr Hodgson on television and I was also at the Tullamarine airport during
the weeks of disruption that recently occurred.
Mr Crabb-What does that have to do with the Bill?
Mr LIEBERMAN-It has a lot to do with it. I could not help but think that we have in
Parliament the best moustache twiddler and the best method actor around in the Minister
for Labour. What he is proposing is that that other moustache twiddler, Mr Hodgson, who
blew the Ansett dispute completely, should be the steward in charge of the interests and
welfare of those owner-drivers. They would be deemed to come under that award and
would, therefore, be part of his flock.
What could happen is that one of my friends who operates a courier business could get
a knock on his door and he could be told by the person at the door that all of his employees,
including himself, have to join the union and if they do not the events that took place at
Tullamarine and Mascot airports could be repeated in the backyards of these people who
are struggling to build businesses of their own and do what we encourage them to donamely, be self-sufficient.
The Opposition would never accept that proposition and that is why we will knock out
that clause. Clause 14 is not acceptable, not because we, as an Opposition, say it is not
acceptable but because the people in the industry have told the Government it is not
acceptable. The Government cannot back off because it is controlled by certain unions.
Honourable members have witnessed trucks being driven by owner-drivers in protest
past Parliament House. Good on them! So far as the Opposition is concerned, we have no
hesitation in saying that they have our support and we hope owner-drivers will not pack
their bags and leave the State. Many of them must be thinking of doing that as a result of
this type of proposal.
The Opposition and the National Party have a majority of one in the Upper House and
a lot of people in this type of industry are saying it is all very well to think they are safe
from the consequences of this provision because the opposition parties will knock it out
in the Upper House, but what happens if one member of the opposition parties becomes
ill and cannot vote? The Government is callous and committed enough--
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Mr CRABB (Minister for Labour)-On a point of order, the honourable member-as
entertaining as he may be-has confined his entire speech to the provisions of clause 14.
Mr Acting Speaker, it is appropriate that you should remind honourable members that the
second-reading debate is one in which general principles should be advanced. Ifhonourable
members wish to make detailed comments on a clause, those comments should be confined
to the Committee stage. That is why debate is separated into different stages: debate on
the second reading; debate on the clauses; and, subsequently, debate on the third reading.
It is well set out in the Standing Orders that debate on the second reading should be wide
ranging and on general principles, and specific comments on specific clauses should be
raised during the Committee stage.
Mr A. T. Evans-You are wrong!
Mr CRABB-The honourable member for Ballarat North may think I am wrong but in
the time I have been here he has been wrong on more occasions than I have been wrong.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! The honourable member does not
make the decision.
Mr CRABB-My point of order is that the comments the honourable member is now
making are more appropriate to the Committee stage than to the second-reading debate.
Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra)-On the point of order, the Minister for Labour is
attempting to curtail comments that I consider vital to the debate. Ifit causes the Minister
pain, I inform him that I have almost finished my comments on clause 14 and I am now
about to refer to another clause.
The ACTING SPEAKER-Order! I have listened intently to the point of order raised
by the Minister. I rule against the point of order but I remind the House that, in the
context in which the Minister put his argument, he is correct, the debate on the second
reading should be of a general nature, although I can understand that from time to time
criticism of a particular clause will take place. Provided that is not done from one to
another but in the general area of the one inference, it is in order. I again call the
honourable member for Benambra.
Mr LIEBERMAN-I hope the connecting comments that I want to make will not hurt
the Minister too much, because another clause in the Bill has dire consequences for all
Victorians and must cause the Minister some concern when he defends the measure.
Clause 29 proposes to insert a proposed new section Ill. The proposal is a little bobbydazzler when one compares it with the Government's track record over the past four years
and what it will be like if it should become law. Proposed new section III proposes to
prohibit the right of an employer in Victoria to dismiss an employee who:
... has been, absent from work without the employer's permission because of duties as ... an officer or delegate
of an association, leave having been unreasonably denied by the employer;

Proposed new section III further provides that the employer must not dismiss an employee
ifhe or she:
... at any time has proposed to do things for the purpose of advancing or protecting the industrial interests of an
association ...

For example, any union. Honourable members could use the Builders Labourers Federation
as an example in this case. That is the union that the Minister for Labour wants to
"derecognize"; that is his new word.
The Bill was introduced some weeks ago when the Builders Labourers Federation was
alive and kicking, as it still is but, hopefully, will not be for much longer. Clause 29 does
not provide any exemption for the Builders Labourers Federation or unions of that nature.
Therefore, if one were an employer in Victoria; if this clause were law; if one were faced
with Builders Labourers Federation militancy and guerilla warfare, which included the
nine points which the Conciliation and Arbitration Commission found to be affirmative
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misbehaviour by the federation and which led to its judgment that the union should be
derecognized; and if the employees were officers ofa union using tactics like those described
in paragraphs (e) and (/) of proposed new section Ill, the employer would not be able to
dismiss the employees who were using those tactics.
They are the very issues the Conciliation and Arbitration Commission found to be
unAustralian and unacceptable in the industrial workplaces and which warranted the
extraordinary action that led to the deregistration of a union. The Minister for Labour has
been posturing outside Parliament telling those wearing gorilla suits that he does not want
the Builders Labourers Federation.
Mr McNamara-He does not need a gorilla suit!
Mr LIEBERMAN-I knew who was the gorilla because the Minister for Labour had a
moustache and the gorilla did not.
At the same time as the Minister was putting on that tremendous public performance,
he surreptitiously included clause 29 in the back of the Bill. The Minister hardly mentioned
the proposed new section in the community or during his second-reading speech. The
clause remains unexplained, yet it would give that same union the right to prevent the
employer from taking reasonable steps to stop himself from going broke and to stop that
person from disrupting his workplace. The employer will be unable to prevent any employee
from carrying 0ut an unAustralian activity that could cause havo~ and disruption in the
way in which the Builders Labourers Federation has.
It should be no surprise that the Opposition intends to vigorously oppose the clause
because of its sinister implications and connotations and the fact that it is obviously a
revelation. The Government has been found out and the clause shows the Government's
real intentions and policies. To put it another way, it shows how paralyzed the Government
is and how unable it is to resist the forces and pressures from certain unions because of
some deal that has been made some time ago and the Government has to deliver.
It is no wonder that the Minister at the table is now known as the Minister for Labour
rather than the other title by which honourable members knew him. The Minister's title
had to be shortened because he was out of breath running around and covering up the
holes and blocking up the real intentions of the Government. It is understandable that the
title should be abridged.
It is remarkable that the Bill is being debated in the same sessional period in which the
Deputy Premier is proposing to introduce proposed legislation expanding the role of the
Small Business Development Corporation to enhance, encourage and increase the viability
of small business and let it get on with the job. No one would disagree with that wonderful
rhetoric. However, it is interesting to note the parallel with the Bill before the House.

I shall refer back to the matter which causes the Minister for Labour so much pain. The
Bill proposes to take a section of small business and subject it to the horrendous tactics of
the Transport Workers Union of Australia and so on.
One of the greatest problems for employment and business expansion in Victoria-and
elsewhere in Australia for that matter-is the horrendous oncost involved in employing
people. Those oncosts are acting as a positive disincentive to jobs, expansion and risk
capital investment. There is ample evidence to show that it is one of the gangrenous
problems in the Australian economy.
When the small business Bill was being debated, I pointed out to the Deputy Premier
that, in 1983-84, oncosts represented about 44 per cent of wages. I am sure the shadow
Minister for Labour, the honourable member for Hawthorn, has more up-to-date figures
than I have. I understand that currently oncosts in industry are about 50 cents in the $1
for wages, and in the building industry it can be as high as 60 cents in the $1 depending on
site agreements. The Bill proposes, amongst other things, to introduce another layer of
oncosts to business, especially small business.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! I remind the honourable member
that he is getting into warm water because item No. 19 on the Notice Paper lists the Small
Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill. The rules of the House provide
that members should not, in another debate, debate a Bill that is on the Notice Paper. I
therefore seek the co-operation of the honourable member to make sure that practice is
followed.
Mr LIEBERMAN-Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. Clause 24 of the Bill proposes to
expand the opportunities for maternity leave payments and make them part of the award.
The point I was making by way of a passing reference to the Small Business Development
Corporation (Amendment) Bill was that in debate on that Bill the Opposition was able to
establish that one of the main problems for small business is that approximately 50 cents
in the $1 of wages are associated with extra costs, such as leave and so on.
I am not opposed to maternity leave but the House should ask itself whether it is
appropriate for the Government to introduce another layer of oncosts which inevitably
will flow on because of the consequences and cost implications of the clause.
I record my dismay at the approach of the Government because the consequences of its
proposal do not mesh in with the rhetoric of the Minister for Industry, Technology and
Resources, who is responsible for small business. I feel sad for Victoria and Australia to
think that the country is nearly 200 years old, yet other industrial countries would regard
the industrial laws of the State, which are further despoiled by some of the proposed
clauses in the Bill, as a joke. The consequences of the Government's actions in restraining
and providing disincentives for business investments are a matter of concern.
Australia's standard of living and its quality of life for our children, if not for ourselves,
depends so much on Australia getting it right. The Bill does not get it right. It distorts
further an already chaotic industrial law system.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! Before I call the honourable member
for Berwick, I inform the House that the Chair has been concerned for some time at the
disrespect honourable members on both sides of the Chamber show to the Chair and their
lack of understanding of Standing Orders. Honourable members are deliberately walking
between the Chair and the speaker. This should not be tolerated.
Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-I regret that my addressing the House means that
honourable members wishing to leave the Chamber will have to go the long way round.
How appropriate it was, Mr Acting Speaker, that you should make your ruling at such a
time. The Minister for Labour asked that honourable members should debate the principles
of the Bill. It is an invitation for honourable members to conduct a "principle" competition,
because the principles of the Bill fall into two categories.
The first principle of the Bill and the only positive feature of it is that it is intended to
make industrial relations work better by correcting some of the difficulties that have arisen
in the administration of the new legislation. The second and most important principle of
the proposed legislation is the pay-off for the friends of the Government. Various pay-offs
are put into the Bill and it is now a competition for honourable members to discover
which clauses are pay-offs and which clauses correct reasonable and sensible problems
that have arisen in the administration of the industrial relations system.
I understand that the Builders Labourers Federation has issued a writ on the Minister
for Employment and Industrial Affairs. That organization will have to correct that writ as
they attempt to pin the Minister for Labour down in an endeavour to take legal action
against him.
Two of the more important clauses are clauses 14 and 29 and I shall refer to them later.
Mr Acting Speaker, in view of your request that honourable members should stick to the
principles of the Bill during the second-reading debate, I thought a quick skip through the
Bill looking at the principles would be of some use. I have identified the two principles
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that I find in the Bill; one is correcting the problem of administration of the system and
the other is the political and monetary pay-offfrom the Government to its friends.
Clause 4 relates to the superannuation rights of the president of the commission. That
clause speaks for itself and I shall not take it any further.
Clause 5 relates to the deputy registrar. The honourable member for Hawthorn stated
that this was in the category of a pay-off. A "pay-off" is when friends of the Minister for
Labour can take up new positions, appointments and titles, and probably at higher salary
levels, where it can be clearly established they have little to do with the administration of
the system but a lot to do with the placing of the right people in the right places to get the
right decisions for the Government.
Clause 6 relates to the president being able to direct an investigation to be made and
that can be classified as fixing up existing legislation.
Clause 7 relates to an appeal to the president, which is another fix-up. Clause 8 relates
to proceedings before the commission and is also a fix-up.
Clause 9 relates to appeals to the commission. Difficulties have occurred in this area
and again this is fixing up or improving the administration of existing legislation.
Clause 10 relates to awards referred by the Minister to the commission. That is a
politically coloured provision whereby friends of the Minister and the Government can
cause the Minister to intervene and refer various awards to the commission.
Clause 11 relates to awards by the commission for more than one trade. I have not
heard any thunderous request from industry or the community for the introduction of
that clause and I suspect that it is probably in the pay-off category.
Clause 12 relates to a request by the Minister to review an award. That provision existed
for many years but was abandoned by the Government when it introduced an earlier Bill
to the House; it is significant that it is now being put back into place. Clause 13 relates to
declaratory judgments, which is again a fix-up clause.
Clause 14 has been the most popular in the debate so far. Mr Acting Speaker, I rose in
my place because I wanted to ensure that the debate continued and you did not put the
question to the House. I understood that the Labor Party claimed to have some special
relationship with the trade union movement. However, the thunderous silence on the
Government benches indicates that that special relationship is coming unstuck in a number
of obvious ways and in other ways not known to the public. The deterioration in that
relationship has not been well advertised because the Government likes to pretend that
this special relationship gives it an edge in the administration of the affairs of the State.
I shall make only passing reference to the Builders Labourers Federation because I do
not intend to dwell on the federation. However, one of the Government's first moves
when it came to office was to withdraw from the deregistration proceedings against the
Builders Labourers Federation. The argument was that Norm had been misunderstood
and deserved another chance. The Government believed the special relationship and
accord between various Federal and State Governments and the trade union movement
were in place and would remedy the problem.
However, four years later the Minister for Labour, as he is now known, is pictured in
the newspapers embracing a gorilla. The Minister has been embracing a "gorilla" for a
considerable time but has not been doing it in public.
The opening gambit of the Labor Government was to withdraw from the deregistration
proceedings against the Builders Labourers Federation. The next phase of the Government's
relationship with unions was what I describe as cheque book diplomacy by throwing
millions of dollars at workers by reducing their hours of work from 40 to 38 hours. The
Government employed fantasy offsets in the health area by offering a 38-hour week and
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saying it would not cost the community anything. Why is Victoria now recruiting another
500 nurses from overseas?
The offer of a 38-hour week in the railway system was also not going to cost
the community anything. However, the Minister for Transport has now advised the
House and Victorians that because some of his shunters have not been shunting for some
months-Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MACLELLAN-The Minister is suffering from some special industrial relations
flatulence, Mr Deputy Speaker-he has difficulties. Of course, I understand that the
present Minister for Labour left those difficulties behind for the present Minister for
Transport, and I can understand how wounded he is to discover that the shunters have
not been shunting since November oflast year. The present Minister for Transport accuses
the shunters of sabotaging the freight services of the railways for months and says that the
price tag for that is more than $10 million worth of railway freights that have not been
received.
Mr CRABB (Minister for Labour)-On a point of order on the grounds of relevancy, it
is interesting to hear the former Minister of Transport wax poetic on his failure during his
period of office, but that is of no relevance whatever to the Bill, and I suggest it is in order
for you, Mr Acting Speaker, to draw to the attention of the honourable member that he
should direct his remarks to the Bill and, on the second-reading debate, towards the
general principles of the Bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! I am sure that the Chair and the
House are enjoying the exchanges between the present Minister for Transport and the
previous Minister of Transport, and although these exchanges have been entertaining, the
honourable member should direct his comments to the Bill.
Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-I entirely accept the reprimand of the Minister for
Labour. How can it possibly be relevant to an industrial relations Bill to talk of railway
shunters losing the taxpayers of Victoria more than $10 million. I shall attempt, Mr Acting
Speaker, to show exactly how relevant it is. I invite you and members of the House to turn
to clause 29 and to understand that clause 29 was popped into the Bill-I presume the left
wing of the Labor Party must have been drafting the clause and the right wing did not
know what was going on, or perhaps it was the centre right, the blown-up centre right, or
whatever faction was having a factional argument at the time.
On the principles of the Bill, as contained in clause 29 on the dismissal of employees in
certain cirumstances, an employer-this is talking of the State Transport Authority,
V/Line, or the Metropolitan Transit Authority, V/Line minus I-must not dismiss
an employee because the employee:
is, has been, or at any time has proposed to do things for the purpose of advancing or protecting the industrial
interests of an association of employees or its members in accordance with the express authorization of the
association given in accordance with its rules, the activity being within the limits ofthe association's authority;

That paragraph means that not one of those shunters could be dismissed because the
shunters are doing exactly what the union has told them to do. The shunters are dissatisfied
with their employment conditions and are saying that they will not shunt, and they will
cost the Government $10 million, and they will wreck the freight services funded by the
taxpayers of Victoria and needed by the people of Victoria because they have an industrial
interest in doing so.
Somehow in the drafting of this Bill the left wing of the Labor Party got a proposed new
section 111 (f) which would mean that the present Minister for Transport could do
nothing to discipline any of those shunters who have not shunted since November of last
year and who have not lost a day's pay since November of last year and who have been
paid their full wages to ruin the rail freight services.
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Of course, the Minister was right to ask me to produce material relevant to my remarks.
When talking about relevance in relation to the Builders Labourers Federation, I point
out that under the Bill no builder could dismiss a BLF member for refusing to pour
concrete. No builder could dismiss a member of the BLF who sel up a picket line in
accordance with the union's instructions and prevented work from going on. No employer
under proposed new section 111 in the Bill brought into the House by the Minister for
Labour and his Hlittle Sir Echo" who is sitting at the table-"the honourable Ministerial
echo"-could dismiss somebody who sabotaged concrete so that it had to bejackhammered
out, or dismiss shunters for not shunting, to highlight a few of the current issues.
One could not dismiss a nurse who supports a ban at the behest of her association; this
clause provides that she cannot be dismissed. That clause slipped through the caucus
committee, slipped through caucus, slipped into the Bill and got here. It is London to a
brick-if I can use that expression without disrespect-that there will be an amendment
in the Committee stage to try to fix the appearance of this clause.
If this clause had been law last year, any member of the Master Builders Association of
Victoria who dismissed one of the BLF members, whom the "honourable Ministerial
echo" talks about, would have been subject to a penalty of five penalty units, that is, $500.
We are asked to talk about principles. I will talk about the principle of pay-offs, the
principle of the trade union movement screwing the Government, the principle of a
Minister such as the Minister for Consumer Affairs who will "yak" but, like the honourable
member for Richmond, will not get to his feet and defend the Bill. He will flash his red tie
but he will not stand up and defend the Bill. He will not stand up and defend this proposed
new section because he knows that it has been unmasked.
The Minister for Consumer Affairs is yakking again, but again he has not got the guts to
stand up and make a speech on the Bill.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr MACLELLAN-Of course that is not unusual for the Minister for Consumer
Affairs. He will not speak on the Bill and he will not justify the Bill. He will not say why
anyone who uses a courier service or a contract carrier should have to pay more because
the Government has decided that these people shall be deemed to be employees.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! I call for a little assistance from the
Minister and other honourable members. We intend to carry out the precise method of
doing Parliamentary business, and it is the responsibility of Ministers to assist.
Mr l\tIACLELLAN-The owner-drivers of this State are awake-up to this Government
and its pay-offs to its friends in the Transport Workers Union. It is matter of money; it is
a matter of suppressing competition; and it is a matter of the principle of a pay-off to the
Transport Workers Union to deem owner-drivers to be employees, so that they can have
the award fixed by a deal between the union and employers of union drivers.
It is a bare-faced attempt to make sure that owner-drivers are not able to run their own
businesses, charge their own prices, decide their own hours of work and their own conditions
of employment. It is a bare-faced bid, by saying, "You are not employees, but you will be,
so far as we are concerned", to cause thousands of owner-drivers to lose their independence
as independent business people and to be made second or third-class citizens.

Honourable members know that there are employee drivers in the Transport Workers
Union who are the A-class union members and there are owner-drivers who are the Bclass union members. When it has stop-work meetings, the Transport Workers Union is
quite prepared to lock out the owner-drivers, so that they cannot even have a vote in their
union affairs. The union welcomes their money and welcomes their placing the stickers in
their windows, but it does not welcome the votes of owner-drivers when it comes to voting
on matters arising within the union or significant sections of the industry.
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The Bill proposes a sort of third-tier membership of the Transport Workers Union. The
owner-driver is so small and insignificant that he will not be allowed to fix his own rates;
he will not be allowed to decide what he will charge. He will be told what to do by an
award in which he is not represented, and an award hearing at which he is not represented
by any particular party-that is the pay-off to the Transport Workers Union.
Two sets of principles are contained in the Bill. One set is quite unexceptional-and
maternity leave might be in that category. The change to the expression "Chairperson" is
too stupid to even warrant comment. I shall just let it stand for itself. I suppose it is part
of the Government's affirmative action program to introduce a Bill which contains a
clause to specifically change "Chairman" to "Chairperson".
However, the significant principles and the significant area of the Bill are the political
pay-off to the trade union movement, to the friends of the Government and to those to
which the Government owes so much. Therefore, it is a great pleasure to know that this
Bill is likely to be dealt with in another place. One hopes honourable members in another
place will have the fortitude and good sense to stand up on behalf of owner-drivers and
employers, whether they be Government or private employers, who, as a final resort, wish
to dismiss an employee who seeks to sabotage the very job that he is paid to do.
That is the significance of the clause that was sneaked, regrettably, into the Bill. That is
the clause which the Minister for Public Works knows Mr Norm Gallagher, more than
anyone else in the community, would have welcomed in the past few months because
there would not have been a single Builders Labourers Federation worker who could have
been sacked; there would not have been a single master builder who could have sacked
such a worker, no matter what that worker was doing, so long as he was doing it as a result
of the decision of his union.
Honourable members know that that provision will be changed by the Government to
alter its appearance. However, unless the Government changes the reality of that provision
and unless it stops harassing owner-drivers, it will pay the penalty of loss of respect and
support that it might have previously had from small business people in the owner-driver
area-the courier services, the taxi-cab services and so on-in this State.
The SPEAKER-Order! The time appointed by Sessional Orders for me to interrupt
business has now arrived.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That the sitting be continued.

This is to allow the honourable member for Berwick to finish his contribution.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-I have reached the point at which the House may
reasonably adjourn.
On the motion ofMr TANNER (Caulfield), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until next day.

ADJOURNMENT
Railway shunters' strike-Co-operative housing societies-"Dry" discotheques-Dispute
with State Electricity Commission-Controls on amusement machines and parloursMaroondah Hospital services-Oakleigh City Council-Electronic banking
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That the House do now adjourn.

Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Transport relating to the existing crisis within the transport sector. The crisis is becoming
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worse by the hour. The Opposition has just been informed that from midnight tonight
there is a 24-hour shunters' strike. The Opposition has also been informed by telex from
the National Freight Forwarders' Association, which is effectively the largest user of freight
transport in Victoria, that it is considering abandoning the use of V/Line in the movement
of freight traffic because of the total unreliability of the rail system.
The Opposition regrets that the Victorian public has to suffer what the Government is
inflicting on it. The telex stated:
Because of the concerns we hold for the development of an efficient rail freight network and in view of the
current industrial disruption of rail freight services in Victoria, we have telexed the Victorian Government and
other relevant authorities.
We believe all Governments/transport authorities ought to be concerned with the total unreliability of the
Victorian rail system and we would urge you to do whatever is necessary to bring a totally unsatisfactory position
to a halt.

I emphasize that the telex is directed to the Minister for Transport, the Premier and other
honourable members, including members of the Opposition, from the largest user of
freight transport in Victoria which is considering-and has no option-abandoning the
use of rail in this State because of its total unreliability. The telex also states:
As chairman of the National Freight Forwarders' Association, I must raise with you my organization's
strongest concerns regarding the latest industrial disruption to the Victorian rail network.
Members of the Na.tional Freight Forwarde-rs' Association are (outside of grain and coal freight) the rail
system's largest volume customers with millions of tonnes offreight being forwarded and received annually.

Millions of tonnes of freight are about to be lost by V/Line because of its continuing gross
economic mismanagement, bungling and inefficiency, for which the Government continues
to remain answerable. The telex also states:
In meeting our clients requests, we are greatly concerned that once a move away from rail occurs it will be
difficult, if not impossible for freight forwarders and rail authorities to retrieve rail volume.
We therefore are obliged to advise that unless we can be assured ofa more reliable and efficient service, we will
have no alternative than to pursue other freight forwarding means.

The telex includes a number of statistics and indicates in graphic and clear terms that the
largest freight customer, on a collective basis, of V/Line is about to abandon the system,
as have hundreds of other customers in the past four months. It has been outlined to the
House that V/Line has lost revenue exceeding $10 million since Christmas, and the
situation is becoming worse daily. Undoubtedly, the anticipated deficit of the public
transport sector, already forecast to exceed $670 million this financial year, will be
approaching $700 million because of the continuing incompetence and inability of the
Minister for Transport to resolve the problems.
Those problems must be resolved because the rot really commenced when the former
Minister of Health was appointed Minister for Transport.
Victoria did not experience anywhere near the present extent of industrial unrest within
the public transport sector under either the previous Minister for Transport or under
previous Liberal Governments. The level of industrial unrest was never as bad as it is
today. There was a six-day shutdown of the system late last year and undoubtedly the
public sector transport system is heading for another total shutdown because of the
management crisis which exists and the failure of the Minister to adequatel·" cope with the
task.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I refer the Minister for Housing to the funds that have
been provided to co-operative housing societies over a long time. Those societies have
been one of the success stories in the provision of funding for housing for low income
earners in Victoria.
This financial year approximately $30 million has been provided to co-operative housing
societies. After the commencement of the financial year, lists of t~e names of persons
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eligible for funding were sent to the secretaries of the various co-operative housing societies.
The lists comprised those persons who had been on the centralized waiting list in the latter
half of 1983 through to the early half of 1984. However, there was a much higher acceptance
rate than there had been in the past because it was believed the Government would
provide $40 million for co-operative housing funding rather than $30 million.
Early this year the Government said that those who did not have the paperwork
completed would not receive the funding for the houses they were purchasing. Some of
those houses were being purchased on a private basis through estate agents and others
through the Ministry of Housing. The persons who were being held up the most were those
who were purchasing houses through the Ministry, that is, those persons who had lived in
Ministry houses for a number of years.
The delay in completion of the paperwork was caused in obtaining valuations, and the
Ministry imposed a cut-off point and said to these people that those who did not have
their paperwork ready for the completion of contracts and the purchase of their houses
through the co-operative housing societies by 29 January would not receive funds to
purchase their houses.
Like many other honourable members, I have received a large number of complaints
on this matter, especially from people living in the City of Wangaratta, who have
complained that they will not receive funding for the housing they have been waiting to
purchase for some time. These people have been on the waiting list for a number of years
but it still appears they will not receive funding.
I want an assurance from the Minister that these people will receive funding because the
delay in completing the paperwork is not their fault but the fault of the Ministry of
Housing in obtaining valuations. I ask the Minister to provide an assurance that these
people will receive funding when the paperwork, including valuation, is completed. The
Minister should also indicate what funding will be provided next financial year for the cooperative housing societies.
The Government should be looking to the provision of in excess of $30 million again
and perhaps a target of $40 million so that a further large group of people can be provided
with funding through the co-operative housing societies and, as I have indicated, it is a
great success story certainly across the electorate of Murray Valley. I look to the Minister
for the appropriate answers to these questions and to allay the fears of many people who
have waited a long time for housing and who, it now appears, may not receive that
funding.
Mr NORRIS (Dandenong)-I address my remarks to the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
and ask him to convey them to the Minister for Labour. Like most members of the House,
one of my concerns is with young people and the lack of venues available to them in the
evenings in which they can socialize in an atmosphere free from the influence of alcohol.
Mr Maclellan interjected.
Mr NORRIS-Dandenong is a large progressive city and yet there is no cinema, no
bowling alley, and virtually nothing for young people to do at a week-end, particularly to
meet members of the opposite sex in convivial surroundings other than at the local pub.
I have three teenage children and one of them, in particular, is interested in modem
music and bands, and the only venue in which these young people can see the bands and
hear them perform, once again, is at the local pub in an atmosphere of alcohol consumption.
Therefore, I ask the Minister for Labour and the Government to consider a suggestion
that it becomes involved, in an entrepreneurial fashion, with private enterprise, with
organizations such as the Milk Marketing Board, with Coca Cola, with jeans firms, with
record companies, with firms that make money out of young people and ask them to
contribute, along with Government assistance, to provide venues, dry discos, if you like,
to enable young people in the electorate represented by the honourable member for
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Berwick and in the electorate of Dandenong to meet in convivial surroundings. I mean
well pres~nted convivial surroundings that can compete with the hype, the razzamatazz
that the local hotel can provide, but in surroundings that are completely free from the
influence of alcohol. I guarantee that one would be looking at a very enterprising business
if one could conduct such an experiment.
I understand that a gentleman, combining with the Milk Marketing Board, runs dry
discos linked with Big M. All honourable members know that the police do a magpificent
job with their blue light discos but if the honourable member for Berwick's electorate is
anything like mine, unfortunately these discos are not held on a regular basis. I take my
hat off to the police-they do a magnificent job-but it is not enough.
I want those discos to be conducted on a regular basis. I want them in good venues and
I want them with all the glitter and glamour that will attract young people.
I am sick and tired of the effects of the beer war to which we are subjected. Again in
tonight's Herald there is another example of it-two pages from Alan Bond where again
we have one of our great heroes, Brad Hardie, last year's Brownlow Medal winner, in a
full-page photograph. He is one of the idols of young people and he is urging them to go
out and buy a couple of cartons of Swan Export Lager and they will get a free hat with
Swan Lager written on it for everyone to see. Buy two cartons and they will receive a sun
visor, buy one carton and they will give you a bottle opener. That is the sort of twaddle,
the sort of stuff that young people are being assaulted with.
Mr Maclellan-I wonder what would happen if you bought a keg?
Mr NORRIS-We have the great Alan Bond and then there is Mr Elliot, a friend of the
Opposition from Carlton United Breweries Ltd, corrupting our youth.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member appears to be raising two matters.
Mr NORRIS-I apologize to the House. Certainly my prime concern was about alcohol
abuse among the young, but possibly my original suggestion involved alcohol. I apologize
for that.
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley)-I direct a matter to the attention of the Minister
for Industry, Technology and Resources concerning a constituent who has written to me
during the past couple of days about a matter that occurred earlier this year. The wife of
the constituent was driving in the Mount Waverley area and was struck by a loose
electrical wire which hung from an State Electricity Commission pole. The wife of the
constituent telephoned the Police Force, which sent a police wagon to the scene. At the
same time, a maintenance unit from the commission arrived and the same loose wire hit
that vehicle.
The wife of the constituent asked what she was to do about the damage to her car and
was informed that she should submit a claim to the commission. She took that action but,
as time passed, the commission decided that it was not involved and the damage was her
responsibility.
My constituent, Mr Zamanos of Darvell Close, Wheelers Hill, decided that when he
received his electricity account he would deduct from his payment the $17 for damages.
Since then, complete nonsense has occurred between the commission and my constituent.
The commission has indicated that the matter has nothing to do with it and that my
constituent should pay for the damage. My constituent simply asks to be given the right
to place the situation before the commission so that the matter can be resolved. I ask the
Minister to consider the situation and take the matter off the hands of my constituent.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-I direct a matter to the attention of the Minister for
Sport and Recreation regarding the lack of legislation relating to the control of amusement
machines and amusement parlours. Approximately eighteen months ago, a Bill was
introduced by the Minister providing for greater Government control over the operation
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of amusement machines and parlours in this State. At that time, the honourable member
for Gisborne pointed out that the measure would not be effective, which it was not.
In October last year, another Bill was introduced into this House to provide additional
powers to those provided in the previous Bill to enable police to control the operations of
amusement machines.
We agreed to accommodate the Minister but asked for a sunset clause to be included in
the proposed legislation.
Mr SHELL (Geelong)-On a point of order, I understand that the adjournment debate
is devoted to urgent matters relating to matters in one's electorate. The honourable
member for Lowan is asking about legislation and I do not believe this is the proper time
for that.
The SPEAKER-Order! The point of order raised by the honourable member for
Geelong is invalid and I rule it out of order. The honourable member for Lowan has been
speaking for 1 minute. I shall carefully monitor his remarks and if he seeks legislation he
will be ruled out of order.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-I am asking for action to control the amusement
machine industry in this State. When legislation was enacted, it contained a sunset clause
giving the date of 30 June 1986 and I understood that the legislation would have received
further consideration by now.
I ask the Minister to take urgent action on this matter. The honourable member for
Dandenong has spoken tonight about what should be done for young people. However,
young people are still being exploited by the illegal operation of amusement machines
because the seventeen regulations in the legislation that should have enabled the police to
take action against illegal operators have been ineffective.
Approximately 300 different formats to amusement machines in this State can be
adjusted for illegal purposes because the legislation is not tight enough to prevent it. Surely
the Minister for Sport and Recreation has some obligation to the young people of this
State and I ask what action he will take to prevent them from being further exploited.
Mrs SETCHES (Ringwood)-I ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs to relay a matter
to the Minister for Health in another place. I have received a communication from Mr
John Lightfoot, Executive Director of the Maroondah Hospital, requesting my assistance
in having an amount of $34 515 transferred from the hospital's other expenses budget to
its salaries and wages budget.
Mr Lightfoot said that the committee of management has examined the hospital's
finances and that this amount is available to be transferred to provide more services in
necessary areas, such as to upgrade a plumber to an assistant engineer, to employ a welfare
officer for 20 hours a week, to increase a dietitian's hours from 20 to 32 a week and to
employ an occupational therapist for 8 hours a week. Those services would cost the
$34 515 that I mentioned.
I wrote to the Minister on behalf of the hospital on 28 February 1986 and I received a
reply stating that the Minister was examining the mechanisms of passing over that amount
as requested. I ask that a decision be made as quickly as possible.
The excellent record of the Maroondah Hospital in the past of transferring amounts
from its other expenses budget into its salaries and wages budget should be considered.
So far, over the past few years, approximately $600000 has been transferred from one
budget to the other. The funds that were transferred were then used to provide a new
dental clinic, a physiotherapist, a dietitian, a social worker and other services including
clerical and administrative assistance, in addition to the delivery of services.
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This shows the commitment, on behalf of the Government, of the Maroondah Hospital
Committee of Management to using the finances allocated by the Health Department
Victoria in providing more relevant services for the people of Ringwood and Croydon.
This matter should be examined as soon as possible by the Minister for Health because
of the new building program at the Maroondah Hospital, which will commence in the
next financial year. Function and building briefings which will be released to the public
this month are now being prepared. I ask the Minister urgently to consider this matter so
that a decision can be made about the transfer of funds.
Mr LEIGH (Malvern)-I raise with the Minister for Local Government a matter about
which I am deeply concerned. During question time this morning the Minister asked me
to provide further evidence about a matter relating to the actions of the Town Clerk of the
City of Oakleigh, Mr Barry Prebble, and his performance as town clerk under the Act for
which the Minister is responsible.
For the benefit of the Minister, I refer to the report prepared for the Minister by a
member of his own department, Mr Rodney Morrison. I had to go to the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal to gain access to this document. At page 13, the report states, inter alia
... Interpreted the Town Clerk's comment as agreeing that he was being "used" at least partly for political
purposes.
I regard this matter quite seriously! Further interviews could be conducted if any action is likely to be taken by
the department.

I asked the Minister what action his department had taken. The answer was, "None". The
Minister should investigate this matter. Mr Prebble should be stood down until it is shown
that the Australian Labor Party has not been using this man and his position as town
clerk. Ifhe has been used, I recommend that Mr Prebble should either resign or be sacked
from his job because he has been using his position as town clerk to further the cause of
the Australian Labor Party in Oakleigh.
I ask the Minister to examine this matter urgently, as it is his responsibility to do so.
Dr COGHILL (Werribee)-I raise a matter with the Minister for Consumer Affairs
concerning electronic banking and an issue the Minister has been following up, namely,
the protection of consumers of electronic banking services. The particular instance concerns
a constituent of mine who has had substantial sums of money withdrawn from her account
which she herself did not withdraw. It appears from the bank's records that these amounts
were taken from the Handibank service automatic teller outside the bank's offices.
According to the bank's records, in one instance $400 was taken out within a one-day
period.
That is a matter of concern because the bank has a policy of not allowing the withdrawal
of more than $200 a day, yet this person is able to produce a statutory declaration showing
that she was not in the vicinity of the automatic teller specified by the bank at the time at
which withdrawals were made according to the bank's records.
Under those circumstances it is clear that some fraudulent practice has been committed.
I ask the Minister to have the matter investigated.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member for Werribee's time has expired and
the time for raising matters on the motion for the adjournment of the debate has also
expired. I call the Minister for Public Works.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Public Works)-The honourable member for Murray Valley
raised the matter of co-operative housing society funding. I shall pass on the matter to the
Minister for Housing, who will inform the honourable member of his decision.
The honourable member for Dandenong raised the matter of the lack of venues which
are available to young people and which are separated from where alcohol is provided.
The honourable member suggested that the Government should enter into arrangements,

966

ASSEMBLY

9 April 1986

Adjournment

if possible, with private enterprise to provide areas for young people where they can attend
discotheques and enjoy themselves without alcohol being thrust upon them. I shall inform
the Minister for Labour of the matter.
The honourable member for Glen Waverley raised the matter of damage which was
caused to a constituent's car and which involved the State Electricity Commission. I shall
refer the matter to the Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-The honourable member for Ringwood raised
the matter of funding arrangements for the Maroondah Hospital. Honourable members
may not be aware of the excellent job the hospital has done over recent years in providing
additional services to the people of the Maroondah area. Without seeking additional
Government funds, the hospital has improved its efficiency. In recent years the hospital
has been extremely well managed by the committee of management, the manager and his
staff. I shall certainly direct the matter to the attention of the Minister for Health to see
whether anything can be done to assist the hospital in the way in which the honourable
member suggested.
The honourable member for Gippsland West raised the matter of the shunting dispute.
Yet again the. honourable member did not suggest how the improvement to shunting
services should occur. He had a particular way of going about it when the Liberal Party
was in government; then he helped to close the railway lines.
Mr Brown interjected.
Mr ROPER-I take up the interjection of the honourable member for Gippsland West,
who said that what should occur is the same as what occurred when the Liberal Party was
in government; all the lines were closed! The honourable member had considerable
experience in that area because he helped close the Wonthaggi railway line and the
passenger services in Leongatha.
Mr Brown-That's true.
Mr ROPER-The honourable member says, "That's true!" He also admits that he
helped to close the Stony Point line. The Government does not hold that view.
It is interesting that the honourable member for Gippsland ,West, who represents an
area around Western Port, has said he believes the Stony Point line should be closed again.
Members of the Government do not believe that; they are saying that the efficiency of the
various activities of the railways needs to be improved.

Mr Kennett-How are you going to do that?
Mr ROPER-The Government will certainly do a little better than the Leader of the
Opposition did today. If honourable members recall, the popularity of the Leader of the
Opposition went up two points because he did not issue a press release for one month. He
issued a press release and his popularity declined by 1 per cent. He issued three press
releases yesterday and that will probably mean that his popularity will go down by 25 per
cent!
Mr Kennett interjected.
The SPEAKER-Order! The Leader of the Opposition is provoking the Minister with
his interjections, which are disorderly.
Mr ROPER-For the first time the Government, through my predecessor, has been
examining how many shunters are needed and how they should operate.
The honourable member for Berwick knows better than any member on the Opposition
side of the House that the shunting arrangements within the railways were less than
adequate. The honourable member for Berwick and the previous Government did nothing
about the problem.
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Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr ROPER-The Leader of the Opposition has not suggested that he will close down
the railway system, unlike the honourable member for Gippsland West.
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-On a point of order, at no time have I said what the
Minister claims and, on that basis, I ask him to retract his statement.
The SPEAKER-Order! I have some difficulty about the statement the honourable
member finds offensive to him personally. I ask the honourable member to advise me of
that statement as I could not hear the offensive words in the uproar.
Mr BROWN-The offensive statement was that I said I believed the rail system should
be closed down.
The SPEAKER-Order! I cannot uphold that as a point of order for the withdrawal of
a statement. I ask the Minister to round offhis remarks.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-We made it clear to the Australian Railways
Union that we would not agree to the maintenance of income proposal. If employees are
not working overtime, we are of the view that they should not be paid for it.
The Leader of the Opposition obviously believes the arrangements that existed in the
railways when he was Minister of Housing should continue and that people should be paid
for overtime regardless of whether they work overtime.
The Government does not hold that view and it has made it clear to the rail union. The
honourable member for Gippsland West says that we should negotiate a settlement.
Settlements are easy to negotiate when one simply agrees to what the union proposes. I
suppose that is a Liberal Party tradition because they did that at Loy Yang and gave the
Builders Labourers Federation employees $6 million. The Government is not prepared to
do that.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr ROPER-The Leader of the Opposition would probably be interested in the obscene
parts of that, I suppose. He probably does them on the No. 72 tram.
The Minister for Labour and I have made it clear to the unions that we will not settle
the dispute on the basis of the union demand for the maintenance of income without those
employees having to work for the additional money. The industry and the customers do
not want the dispute settled in a way that simply maintains the cost to the railways without
any benefits of the shunting review.
The dispute will be widened tomorrow by what we regard as an extreme case of industrial
thuggery where the suburban shunters, who are totally unaffected by anything relating to
the shunting review, have decided to see what inconvenience they can cause to the public.
As a result of the work being done tonight, that inconvenience will be kept to a minimum.
Our staff is working until the early hours of tomorrow morning to maximize the number
of trains that will operate tomorrow in both the city and the country areas. The reality is
that most passenger services will operate tomorrow because of the hard work by a number
of railway staff and the people who will work the system tomorrow.
The Government will persist in maintaining the maximun level of service faced with
this industrial blackmail. I know that members of the Opposition who have talked with
me privately do not approve of it. They believe it is important that the dispute between
the shunters and the Government is satisfactorily resolved. On the one hand, they want
that matter resolved but, on the other hand, they want settlements to occur presumably
on the terms of the Australian Railways Union.
The Minister for Labour and myself have made it clear that we do not take that view
and we will persist in ensuring that the shunting review provides significant benefit to the
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taxpayers, and even the honourable member for Malvern so that he can do a literacy
course and read his questions more quickly.
The Government will ensure that the maximum level of service is conducted tomorrow
and will continue to ensure that a cost-effective shunting review is implemented.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ROPER-If any honourable member should resign it should be the Leader of the
Opposition. As the honourable member for Niddrie greeted members of the Liberal Party
today he said, "Thank you for your assistance", and he passed them a copy of the latest
Bulletin poll.
Mr TREZISE (Minister for Sport and Recreation)-The honourable member for Lowan
raised the issue of amusement machines and parlours legislation and, in particular, matters
relatin$ to the sunset clause. The Government is aware of that matter and will act
accordingly.
Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Local Government)-The honourable member for
Malvern raised a matter concerning a report relating to the Oakleigh council and referred
to page 13 of that report. I do not have the report with me, but the honourable member's
comments had a familiar rin$. The report was the subject of investigations by the Local
Government Department which found that no police action should be taken.
Mr Leigb interjected.
Mr SIMMONDS-The honourable member is accusing the town clerk of a
misdemeanour. There is an appropriate body that can investigate the behaviour of town
clerks. If the honourable member has evidence that he hopes will lead to any action in
respect of the town clerk then he has a duty to acquaint the House with such evidence. If
the honourable member does that, I will ensure that appropriate action is taken.
Mr SPYKER (Minister for Consumer Affairs)-The Leader of the Opposition has made
some grave errors today and he should remain silent.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SPYKER-The Leader of the Opposition has offended the intelligence of the House
by his remarks against the honourable member for Richmond. If the honourable member
was a reasonable person and a good leader he would apologize most sincerely to the
honourable member for Richmond.
The honourable member for Werribee raised a matter concerning a constituent who
had a problem with electronic fund transfers. A code of practice has been drawn up which
has been distributed to financial institutions to ensure that it is put in place. It deals with
the issue outlined by the honourable member. The wide use of electronic transfers is a
matter of concern to the Ministry of Consumer Affairs. It has come to the Ministry's
attention that financial institutions may limit withdrawals to $200 or $300. Incidents have
occurred where funds have been withdrawn from accounts even though the persons
concerned were interstate and had their cards on them.
The matter has been taken up with financial institutions and the Ministry is confident
that the code of practice will be adopted so that consumers will have recourse if that
problem occurs.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at 11.15 p. m.
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Thursday, 10 April 1986
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds) took the chair at 10.35 a.m. and read the
prayer.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the House that the Minister for Police and EmeIJency
Services will be absent for part of this morning's proceedings, as he is still involved In the
security operation.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

AUSTRALIAN RAILWAYS UNION
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-Why has the Minister for Transport failed to take
action against the Australian Railways Union, even though that union precipitated a longrunning strike of shunters, leaving thousands of people regularly stranded on stations, and
particularly as the union has walked out of discussions in the Commonwealth Conciliation
and Arbitration Commission?
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-The honourable member may not be aware, but
the major decision by the Minister for Labour and myself to stand people down was taken
only after all avenues had been exhausted before the Arbitration Commission.
Honourable members would be aware that the matter was again before the Arbitration
Commission on Monday; and Commissioner Turbet, not to put too fine a line on it, was
not too complimentary about the Australian Railways Union and its record of attendance
at meetings of local boards.
The Government has taken the action it has because it had previously told the union
that it would not allow the random bans that were occurring at the railway yard to
continue. The Minister for Labour and I will continue to seek discussions through the
Trades Hall Council in an effort to resolve the dispute.
I should also make it clear to the House that officers of the Ministry of Transport and
the Department of Labour are working flat out, and worked until late last night, to
maximize the availability of train services. The result of their efforts has been that the
majority of country passenger and freight services and metropolitan passenger services are
operating. Officers involved in this matter are putting all their efforts into maintaining the
maximum level of service, and will continue to do so.

SUPPLY OF POWER TO BUILDING COMPANIES
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-I preface my Question to the
Minister for Labour by referring to his statement that electricity and gas could be
disconnected from building companies that have had unofficial arrangements with the
Builders Labourers Federation. I have no sympathy for those companies.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS-Having made that clear, I ask: has the Minister obtained le~l
advice on whether the Government has the power to instruct either the State ElectriCIty
Commission or the Gas and Fuel Corporation of Victoria to cut off supply to a customer
who has abided by all conditions laid down by the commission and the corporation,
respectively?
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Mr CRABB (Minister for Labour)-The short answer to the question is "Yes, of course
the Government has taken legal advice". However, I shall expand on that and explain
exactly what the decision means. The State and its various arms will refuse to deal with
any company that is in breach of the code of conduct.
Mr Ross-Edwards-Is that the Government?
Mr CRABB-Yes, the Government and all of its arms, in any form, will refuse to deal
with any company that is in breach of the code of conduct and will refuse to deal with
anyone who deals with such a company.
The exception to that process will be where services or goods are required for a person's
personal consumption or use, where there was a legal obligation to provide certain services
or where an issue of health or safety is concerned.
Finally, there is the capacity for Ministers to make exemptions in exceptional
circumstances.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr CRABB-The honourable member for Portland used to be a Minister of the
Government of the sovereign State of Victoria. I should have thought he had a reasonable
understanding of the constitutional rights of the Government of a sovereign State. If not,
I can give him a lecture on the subject afterwards.
The Government has published widely that code of conduct and the processes of
sanctions under it. I am pleased to say that on no occasion has it been necessary to use it.
When it has been drawn to the attention of companies that have been wrongly advised
that they would be better placed on Gallagher's side, they have changed their position
fairly readily. In every case so far we have been able to persuade companies that they
ought to stick with the Government, and I expect that will continue.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST OF HONOURABLE MEMBER FOR
RICHMOND
Mr HARROWFIELD (Mitcham)-Has the Premier investigated the situation of the
honourable member for Richmond in relation to section 55 of the Constitution Act and,
ifso, will he advise the House of the results of that investigation?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I was asked a question about this matter yesterday by the Leader
of the Opposition who made certain assertions about the process that might be followed
in respect of matters that had been raised at question time. I regret that the Leader of the
Opposition seems to have spent the past 24 hours in what I can only characterize as a
disgraceful attempt to intimidate a member of this House.
Day after day honourable members come into this Chamber and are lectured by the
Leader of the Opposition about the processes of this place. "Use question time for its
proper purposes", he suggests. His performance yesterday shows clearly that this is just
another example of rhetoric and that he is not observing the processes of this place as to
these matters, which are laid down. If he had taken the time to get some advice he would
know what those processes are.
If the Leader of the Opposition had done his homework or had sought advice from
people in this place-the Clerks in this place are available to him-or from anyone who
can read and do some research, he would know that this Parliament may at any time
decide its membership. There is a process whereby it can refer matters of this kind to the
Privileges Committee.
If the Leader of the Opposition cares to examine the 1971 precedent involving members
of the former Government, he will find that the Parliament has used, on Speaker's rulings,
the Court of Disputed Returns as the appropriate process. The Leader of the Opposition
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could have sought advice from any number of sources, but he has ignored those processes.
Firstly, he tried to take a point of order with the Acting Speaker, the honourable member
for Preston. On four occasions, he tried to run this House with points of order on the
issue. He was advised early yesterday of the process that was available and he was invited
to pursue that process. He chose instead to go to the press and he wrote to me and I believe
to you, Mr Speaker.
An Honourable Member-Shame!
Mr CAIN-It is a shame because that in itself may be contempt of this Parliament. I
make no assertions; I merely say that the process is there, and he should have followed it,
but he chose not to do so. It is no wonder that he makes John Howard, the Federal Leader
of the Opposition, look like a high flyer in the popularity stakes, because who would take
any notice of the Leader of the Opposition on anything?
I asked for a legal opinion on the merits of the assertion that was made on this particular
case and I circulated that advice last night. On that advice, no case whatever has been
made out. The sheer impudence and the arrogance of that assertion can be only
characterized-Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAIN-I hear members of the National Party and members of the back bench of
the Opposition laughing in derision. How many members of the Opposition belong to a
community organization? How many of them do not belong to a community organization?
Will they say, because they belong to a community organization, that they are in breach of
the Constitution Act and that they may be under threat oflosing their seats?
There was a run on the Papers Room to obtain copies of members' statements of interest
to see who was in jeopardy; not a word has been said about that.
If honourable members wish to become involved in community organizations, I am all
for it, but they should not come into this place and try to pillory someone else, who
happened to be involved in a community organization.
Mr WHITING (Mildura)-Mr Speaker, I raise the same point of order that I have
raised on a number of occasions when the Premier has been answering a question. The
Premier is debating this question, as he has done on a number of occasions previously,
and that is contrary to Standing Order No. 127. Therefore, I suggest that he should be
ruled out of order.
The SPEAKER-Order! I do not intend to uphold the point of order, but I ask the
Premier not to continue to canvass the issue as to whether a question of privilege was
involved in respect of the material presented by the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I shall not make any further reference to that matter, in deference
to your request, Mr Speaker. I believe yesterday's performance very clearly mirrors that
of the Liberal Party. It has no ideas, no policy and no substance; its policy is to grab onto
some non-issue, run with it and make a headline.

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-How much longer is the Premier prepared
to tolerate, and how much longer' does he expect the people of Victoria to tolerate a
Minister for Transport who has continued, through his former Ministry and his current
Ministry, to fail to administer and exhibit basic management skills, which has resulted in,
firstly, severe disruption in the delivery of health services in this State and, secondly, the
failure to provide transport services that the public of this State have a right to expect?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I do not regard the State's transport services in the same way as
does the Leader of the Opposition. There has been a demonstrable improvement in the
transport services in Victoria over a longer period.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAIN-I do not assert they are perfect, but how can anything be made perfect when
one has picked up the sort of mess that this Government picked up four years ago?

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAIN-I shall provide the House with a few facts. Some 97 per cent of all V/Line
country passen~er services are now operating with modern, comfortable air-conditioned
carriages. Who IS responsible for that? Of course, this Government is responsible.
The last of the country red rattlers has been removed. The Government has established
a $19 million passenger carriage improvement program to rebuild and refurbish the
existing passenger carriages. It involves improvements such as provision of airconditioning, upgrading and so on. Honourable members opposite know that the service
is far better than it was.
The Leader of the Opposition went to Mildura the other night, and he took the train.
The honourable member for Mildura knows that that service is better; he nods his assent.
For the benefit of country members, I mention that a whole range of V/Line's locomotives
are being rebuilt. I refer honourable members to what is occurring in Geelong.
Mr Bender, who runs a passenger bus service in Geelong, has the highest praise of the
Government of anybody I have heard. There is tough competition, but the Government
has undertaken a co-ordination of bus services with revised time-tables and a flat rate fare
system. The Geelong transit system has experienced a remarkable 30 per cent increase in
passenger patronage in its first year. The new Bendigo bus system-Mr John-You sold the trains!
The SPEAKER-Order! Although the honourable member for Bendigo East may believe
he was provoked, he should at least remain in his seat.
Mr CAIN-The Bendigo bus system was introduced in December 1984, before the new
honourable member in that area. However, the previous member for that area is still a
member of this House representing Bendigo East electorate. He is the person who is
responsible. The Government is in the process of introducing service co-ordination and a
flat fare system for bus services in Warrnambool, Ballarat and the Latrobe Valley. The
Government does not hold seats in all those areas, although it does in some.
Improvements in transport services are occurring Statewide. Construction of the
Frankston railway line express loop and the third track from Caul field to Moorabbin will
be completed this year at a cost of$10 million. The Leader of the Opposition is asking, by
interjection, whether I have requested a conference with the Minister for Transport. With
a performance like that, how could I do other than have a conference with the Minister?
He has answered the question himself.
Over the past four years the Government has revitalized the most moribund transport
system in Australia, and probably the world. It is proud of what has been achieved in
transport. I do not suggest the transport system is perfect, but nothing could be perfect.
Honourable members should consider the base from which the Government started as
that is the test to determine whether the Government has performed miracles in some
areas of transport. I acknowledge that there are problems and much is still to be done, but
the Government will continue improving the transport system because people are returning
and using the system. If people are offered a decent system, they will use it.

REPORT ON AGRICULTURE
Mr HANN (Rodney)-Will the Treasurer advise whether the Government has received
the report of Professor Lloyd into the economic impact of agriculture in Victoria? If not,
when does the Government expect to receive it and will the Government make the report
available to members of Parliament as soon as it is received?
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Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-As the honourable member will be aware, that matter is the
responsibility of the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs, who has made a public
statement on that report. He has indicated that, because of the ill health of Professor
Lloyd, the release of the report has been slightly delayed. It is expected that the report will
be available some time next month. It will be the responsibility of the Minister to determine
when and how the report will be distributed.

TAB FOOTBALL BETTING
Mr STIRLING (Williamstown)-Can the Minister for Sport and Recreation inform
the House what action the Totalizator Agency Board is taking to expand betting
opportunities for football patrons?
Mr TREZISE (Minister for Sport and Recreation)-So far as football betting in Victoria
is concerned, I am pleased to report that, in the first two rounds of Victorian Football
League this year, the public interest in betting on the Totalizator Agency Board substantially
increased by 79·6 per cent or $157000.
The main increase has been in betting on football quadrellas. This has risen from 1985
when, on the first two rounds, it was $94 000, to this year's first two rounds of $214 000.
Doubles bettinB has also shown a substantial increase from $21 000 in 1985 for the first
two rounds to $61 000 in 1986.
For win betting on the first two rounds, the level has remained on the same plane of
$80000.
I am also pleased to report that this week the Government has granted the Totalizator
Agency Board approval to install an agency at the Melbourne Cricket Ground in time for
the match between Collingwood and North Melbourne. The agency will be located in Bay
6 of the Northern Stand and it will allow people who follow VFL football to be able to bet
on each of the six games right up to the bounce. It will also allow those who attend the
football to bet on either the Melbourne or interstate races. A full TAB service will be
available throughout the afternoon and results will be made available on the scoreboard.
The agreement between the Melbourne Cricket Ground authorities and the TAB is for
a twelve month period. Football and racing patrons will welcome this initiative.

SUBMARINE CONTRACT
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley)-I direct a question to the Minister for Industry,
Technology and Resources. In view of the recent ruthless staff cutbacks at the Department
of Defence at the Williamstown Naval Dockyard, the Government Aircraft Factory and
at other logistic defence installations in and around Melbourne involving thousands of
workers, how detrimental will this erosion of the defence infrastructure be to the State
Government's chances of winning the lucrative submarine construction contracts?
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-There are two
aspects I should like to comment upon: firstly, with re~ard to the latter point of the impact
on the submarine contract, the effect is absolutely ml because the Williamstown Naval
Dockyard is not one of the centres being considered for the building of submarines in this
State.
Mr Whiting-Where is it?
Mr FORDHAM-Geelon~. I should suggest that the honourable member for Mildura
be brought up to date. I realIze he is in his dotage but one should have thought that he
would have understood that matter. I should take this opportunity to mention that the
Victorian Government is continuing its discussions with the two submarine tenderers.
Further material is being made made available to them and I can assure the House that a
sustained effort is being pursued both with those tenderers and with the Commonwealth
authorities to maximize the return to the State when the tenders are let some time in 1987.
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With regard to the recent announcement as such by the Federal Minister for Defence
regarding a number of defence establishments in Australia, including some in Victoria, I
have sought clarification from the Minister's office on what in fact is intended because the
situation was misconstrued in parts of the media in Australia at the time.
Discussions are under way involving industry, the trade unions and the defence
authorities on the actual and final intentions of the Government with regard to the
rationalization of Australia's defence production facilities.
The Commonwealth Government has embarked upon a major expansion of defence
opportunities and industries in this country. Not only is the proposed submarine contract
an indication of that, but also work is under way concerning the construction of frigates,
which will be of enormous benefit not only to the defence of Australia but also to industry
in many parts of the country.
'
I shall be seeking further advice from Mr Beazley regarding the proposals. What was
reported was something that was to be phased in over an extended period, and I would
hope that the impact of those final decisions will be to increase the capacity of Victoria to
respond,to an expanded defence budget.

TREE CLEARING NEAR SEC POWER LINES
Mr McDONALD (Whittlesea)-I ask the Minister for Industry, Technology and
Resources whether he can advise the House of steps being taken to deal with representations
regarding tree clearing near the SEC power lines.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-Honourable
members would be aware that the State Electricity Commission (Tree Clearance) Bill was
passed in 1983 with the support of all parties, in the wake of the horrendous Ash Wednesday
bush fires.
One of the key aspects is the legislative formulation ofa code of practice for tree clearing,
which was previously an agreement reached between the SEC and the Municipal
'
Association of Victoria.
The Act and the code, together, placed on municipalities the responsibility for the
clearing in declared urban areas; however a number of issues have been raised by
municipalities, and discussions with the Municipal Association of Victoria have identified
a number of areas where amendments to legislation could be required.
The Government is now proposing to examine such amendments prior to the next
sessional period, in consultation with local government authorities. I have prepared a
discussion paper dealing with the whole of what is, undoubtedly, a very complex issue and
I have arranged for copies of that discussion paper to be provided to all honourable
members and to municipalities across the State. This will help to clarify the Government's
intention. The State Electricity Commission has already identified, I am pleased to say,
some 91 rural-shires and boroughs where the code will not need to be applied.
The remaining municipalities will be responsible only for areas declared as urban, and
the definition of those areas has been developed by a consultative committee, which
included local government representatives. This definition wiU be one of the matters
considered in the proposed amendments to the legislation that will be dealt with in the
next sessional period.
'
In its outworkings, the Commission will consult, of course, with municipalities affected
in, the process of declaring the specified areas. Where municipalities are not already
assuming responsibility for the trimming of trees in those built-up areas, the SEC will
assist them over a period of some three years in adopting this important responsibility.

10 April 1986

Petition

ASSEMBLY

975

In conclusion, the Government believes it is essential that these responsibilities are
clarified and the areas declared prior to the next summer, to enable the Commission to
devote its maximum resources to the more fire-prone rural areas of the State, rather than
having to direct its obviously limited manpower and equipment to clearing in urban areas.
The direct involvement oflocal government will also ensure the maximum consultation
so that the environmentally sensitive tree cutting is, in fact, undertaken. The Government
has made significant progress in what has long been a complex issue but one that, I repeat,
did have the support of all parties in Parliament, and the sooner it is resolved, the better.

ABALONE DIVERS LICENCES
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-I refer to the 60 per cent increase in licence fees payable by
abalone divers this year, making the fee $4990. Will the Premier instruct the Minister for
Conservation, Forests and Lands to amend the licence fee so that the increase is no more
than the rise in the consumer price index, as promised by the Premier in his election
speech on February 11 last year?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-My recollection of the matter is that those were the fees that were
fixed by agreement with people in the industry consequent upon some amendments to
legislation regarding the transferability oflicences. I shall have the matter investigated, as
that is my recollection of what occurred at that time. An agreement was made with those
in the industry on the future development of the industry and what those involved in it
should contribute to ensure the maintenance of a viable industry.
It is interesting that what should be picked out after all this time is one matter relating
to a small industry group. I repeat that the Government is reducing the level of taxation
receipts as a proportion of the Victorian non-farm gross domestic product. The Budget
estimate is for a reduction from 5·1 per cent in the 1984-85 financial year to 4·8 per cent
in the 1985-86 financial year for taxes as a proportion of the non-farm gross domestic
product. That is a significant reduction and I want all honourable members to be aware of
that.

Taxes in this State as a percentage of total production are declining. That is what the
Government wants, and I should have thought that is what the Opposition wants. I shall
investigate the specific matter to which reference was made.

PETITION
The Clerk-I have received the following petition for presentation to Parliament:

Registration of cats
To THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of Victoria sheweth:
1. the massive cat problem and wildlife destroyed;
2. registration of cats with ear tatoo.
Your petitioners therefore pray that:
two cats only per household, no cats to be allowed in caravan parks and if possible neutering and spading at a
cheaper rate.
and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mrs Hill (230 signatures)
It was ordered that the petition be laid on the table.
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The following papers, pursuant to the directions of several Acts of Parliament, were laid
on the table by the Clerk:
National Crime Authority - Report for the year 1984-85.
Statutory Rule under the following Act:
Public Service Act 1974-PSD No. 7.

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 Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill.

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

Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-It is becoming increasingly obvious that
both in Parliament and outside Parliament the Government is desperate.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! I ask members of the Government to cease the barrage of
interjections. The whole purpose of the grievance debate is to allow all honourable members
an opportunity of exercising their right to speak in this House about a grievance. If a
certain matter is found to be amusing by some honourable members, I suggest that those
members leave the Chamber.

Mr KENNETT- The Government's desperation is brought about by the increasing
evidence that its economic policies are failing. I shall give two examples of that desperation.
Bearing in mind the comments, you, Mr Speaker, made to me in your chambers yesterday
concerning the matter about the honourable member for Richmond, the two examples I
shall raise are the N unawading Province by-election scandal and the opinion of the Crown
Solicitor outlined yesterday by the Premier. I shall then cite examples of where the policies
of the Government are failing the people of this State.
The Government is so desperate that it has involved its members of Parliament and its
office holders outside Parliament in what is now commonly known as the Nunawading
scandal. So desperate was this Government to win a by-election in Nunawading that it
went to extraordinary lengths to deceive the people of VIctoria about their potential votes
and the strength of those votes.
At that time, the Government and the Premier-as he has again today-continually
denied any involvement by the Labor Party. Week after week, the Government refused to
accept responsibility for its involvement in the Nunawading scandal. This was then
refuted quite eloquently by the State Secretary of the Australian Labor Party, who admitted
he had been involved. In other words, he had lied to the people of Victoria about his own
behaviour.
A major investigation has now been carried out into the Nunawading by-election. The
police have been refused frank answers to questions put by them to members of the ALP,
and we await the report, which is to be made public and which, I understand, is now in
the hands of the returning officer.
Things have come to a sorry pass for this House and for the democracy of which we are
all part when any political party would stoop to the depths that the Labor Party did in
trying to shore up its support in the Nunawading by-election. No Victorian can ever again
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be confident that the Labor Party in this State will go into a State election or a by-election
and act honestly and honourably in canvassing support for its policies.
The second example is the issue that surrounds the honourable member for Richmond.
I refer specifically to the remarks made by the Premier this morning and to the Crown
Solicitor's report. The Premier and the Government seek, for political reasons, to ignore
the Constitution. The Premier consistently last night and again today suggested that there
is no case to answer. As with the Nunawading by-election, the Premier has denied any
wrongdoing whatsoever and he has relied on the advice of the Crown Solicitor.
I make it clear that I now direct my remarks to the precedent created by the Crown
Solicitor's advice and the importance of having the matter resolved. I do not wish to direct
my remarks to the matter concerning the honourable member for Richmond because, Mr
Speaker, as you suggested last night, you would rule me out of order.
The advice of the Crown Solicitor forms part of a set of circumstances that are against
the intent of the Constitution of Parliament. It contains a recommendation that, ifit were
accepted, would set a horrifying precedent against the intent of the Constitution from as
far back as when it was first designed in 1857.
The first point is that the Crown Solicitor's opinion raises more Questions than it
answers. In the interest of Parliament and in the interests of the public, this issue must be
resolved.
The Crown Solicitor Qualified his opinion very clearly indeed, when, on the first page,
he said:
From the little information I have in relation to the matter ...

The Opposition does not know whether the Crown Solicitor got all the information that
we gave the Premier or only part of it. We do not know whether he was given the other
departmental files, but it is clear that the Crown Solicitor is protecting himself in the event
that more information is available that would in some way alter his opinion, even if not
dramatically.
What principle is involved that the Opposition Queries and what is the other act of
desperation that is involving the Government in a continuation of an attempt to mislead
the people of Victoria? Mr Speaker, I submit that if one takes the Crown Solicitor's opinion
at face value-and that is what the Premier has based his claim upon-one finds oneself
in a situation where any member of Parliament, regardless of his or her politics, could use
his or her position to influence the Government of the day and receive funds and then
apply those funds to advance the interests of the member's political party. Obviously the
misuse of those funds by a member of Parliament to advance the interests of the political
party of which he or she is a member involves material benefits.
If a member of Parliament uses his or her position to influence his or her Government
and extract from it funds that can be applied to extend the propaganda of the Government
of the day, it sets a precedent so that 30 other co-operatives could be set up tomorrow to
extend the propaganda of the Government of the day to any ethnic media it likes. That is
obviously not the intention of the Constitution of Victoria. The Constitution clearly seeks
to ensure that members of Parliament do not abuse their positions to bring about a misuse
of taxpayers' funds.
The Government has been very successful at pandering to itself, misleading the public
and using public funds to promote and extend its own party propaganda. The continual
denial by the Government and the Premier of any involvement in the Nunawading byelection issue and in this issue indicates how desperate they are to avoid the truth ever
coming out or to avoid acting responsibly in the public interest when using taxpayers'
money. Simply put, there is something about this Government that stinks!
Mr Fordham interjected.
Session 1986-34
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Mr KENNETT-It is very easy for the Deputy Premier to try to laugh it off. He tried
to laugh off Nunawading and now he is trying to laugh off this latest episode when he
knows of the wrongdoing that has occurred. The Deputy Premier knows that the
Constitution allows for the matter to be resolved; the situation is not as the Premier tried
misleadingly to suggest to the House earlier today. The Constitution is clear.
I want to say to this House and to the people of Victoria that the Opposition considers
this situation to be very serious. The Opposition intends to pursue this matter because the
Crown Solicitor's opinion raises more questions than it answers. It sets in train-if it is to
be accepted-a precedent that is against the intent of the Constitution and is certainly
against the interests of the taxpayers of Victoria. What is it about the Government that
has led it, in recent months, to this position of desperation and how many more acts of
desperation are we to witness before the Government is removed from office at the next
election?
I shall refer to four areas: the first, in today's environment, has to be transport. Regardless
of what the Premier says and the enthusiastic support and confidence he offers the Minister
for Transport, the transport system in this State is chaotic at the moment.
The chaos was caused initially by bad administration by the previous Minister for
Transport and continued by the current Minister for Transport because he has no
managerial skills and no management skills. The unfortunate result of this is that the
public has to pay.
Yesterday the Premier said the Government ensures the Victorian community gets
value for its tax dollar yet the Government does not hesitate to provide $166 000 to
establish a new Greek newspaper which will be used for its political purposess while it is
prepared to let the transport system die of decay. The present situation in the taxi industry
was brought about by the lack of any sense of management of that industry by the Minister
for Transport.
In the housing industry sector the Premier prides himself on social justice. The
Government's policy is directly aligned with social injustice. There are four areas offailure
in the housing sector for which the Government is responsible: firstly, the massive decline
in home ownership, which has resulted in a huge increase in the housing waiting lists.
Secondly, the State Government is involved with, and must accept part responsibility for,
the abolition of negative gearing by its Federal colleagues.
Thirdly, through the introduction of the Residential Tenancies Bill the Government is
pursuing its policy of ensuring no further investment in rental accommodation by the
private sector. Fourthly, the Government, through its failures in this area, is responsible
for the blow-out in the public housing waiting list in the Ministry of Housing from 14 000
to 33 000.
What is the Government's answer to that blow-out of more than 100 per cent? It decided
to give $166 000 to the honourable member for Richmond and his co-operative to produce
a newspaper that would convince the Greek community that what the Government was
doing was right and, therefore, deserved its support. Is that good use of that money and an
indication ofa sense of priorities? It is not.
Mr Fordham-A record number of houses has been built.
Mr KENNETT- That is all the Deputy Premier can say, "A record number of houses
has been built." I well remember when the !..abor Party was in opposition. It would ridicule
the then Liberal Government and me, as the then Minister of Housing, about the shocking
waiting list for public housing. The !..abor Party in government has been so successful in
its policy of social injustice that it has forced a record number of people onto the public
housing waiting list, which has doubled. All it can say now is that it has built a record
number of houses. The policies of the Government are driving people into the
Government's social welfare net, about which it has no conscience.
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Instead of providing $166 000 towards opening a few new hospital beds, 30 of which
this week have been closed in a major Melbourne hospital, it has donated that money to
the honourable member for Richmond. The Government is responsible for a blow-out in
the waiting list in hospitals of up to 300 per cent. It has done so in only four years! The
Deputy Premier, who is smiling, is obviously proud of the Government's record of failure
and social injustice. There is also a record blow-out of 100 per cent in the number on the
waiting list for nursing homes.
What is the Government's answer to all this? It gives $166 000 to a Greek newspaper to
shore up support through the co-operative for the Australian Labor Party and for the
honourable member for Richmond. In the areas of child care, education, and police and
emergency services time and again the Government's record for delivering services has
failed dramatically. The only answer the Government can give is to continue to try to
shore up electoral support by either acting illegally, as was the case in the Nunawading
Province by-election, by trying to deceive the voters, or by making available taxpayers'
money to artificially try to buy votes in certain sections of the community such as with the
New Directions publication being put together at present by the honourable member for
Richmond.
The Government is acting in a way that signals the lifting of the white flag of surrender.
The people of Victoria will not accept the misuse of their funds. They will not accept the
deception and deceit that allows funds to be transferred out of the public purse to spuriously
promote the political propaganda machine of the Australian Labor Party.
More importantly, the people will not accept any political parties making a mockery of
a Constitution that was put in place and has stood the test of time to protect the people of
this State and ultimately protect members in this Chamber.
As the next two and a half years pass the people of Victoria will become increasingly
aware of the failures of the Government and its increasing policy of social injustices and,
more importantly, its continual distancing of itself from those who elected it in 1982.
As one moves around the State-it does not matter whether one discusses the matter
with rural communities, single mothers trying to place children in child care centres so
that they can earn income to support their families, taxi drivers or abalone fishermengroup after group are increasingly rejecting the Labor Party philosophy and the actions of
the Labor Party.
The Opposition has no doubt that the policy it will be presenting from next year, the
strength of government it will provide, and the equitable access to funds for all the
community, will be accepted by the public as a fair deal and a return to the restoration of
hope and equality of treatment of all, rather than the policies of the Labor Government
that discriminate strongly against those who seek to be independent.
Victorians are looking for a higher standard of integrity from the Government. They
are looking for a better deal in the distribution of funds that they, the taxpayers, are
providing for this Labor Government to spend.
The Nunawading problem will not go away and the Government knows it. The latest
issue concerning the breach of the Constitution will not go away either. The Premier may
filibuster for as long as he likes, but ultimately the only thing one can be sure of in life is
that truth will prevail.
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-I refer to a question I asked the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services three weeks ago today. The question was:
Will the Minister for Police and Emergency Services confirm to the House that some one-man police stations
are under consideration for closure as a result of the Minister's 1 per cent productivity directive? If that is so,
which are the stations in question?

The answer I received from the Minister was as follows:
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The Leader of the National Party has still to understand the process by which closures of police stations can be
brought about. In order for the closure of a police station to be brought about there must be a recommendation
to that effect by the Chief Commissioner of Police. The Chief Commissioner has made no such recommendation
to me on the matter. It follows from that that I have given no consideration to the matter and, therefore, no
decision has been reached.

As you are well aware, Mr Speaker, I brought the question and answer to your notice for
determination as a matter of grave concern to me and I alleged that the Minister had
deliberately misled Parliament. After you had given it due consideration you determined,
in an interesting letter, that the Minister had not deliberately misled Parliament. I put the
emphasis on the word "deliberately".
I do not intend to interpret your letter, Mr Speaker. However, there is no shadow of
doubt in my mind, in the minds of members of the Opposition and the National Party,
the media and the public, that the Minister certainly misled Parliament.
Mr Speaker, I accept your ruling without question, as do my colleagues in the National
Party. I shall quote from correspondence that will indicate that the Minister received
proposals or recommendations from the Chief Commissioner of Police that a number of
one-man country police stations should be closed. The Minister believed the chief
commissioner was making recommendations to him. The Chief Commissioner of Police
eventually wrote to the Minister indicating these matters were proposals and not
recommendations. However, that has no bearing on my argument. It is my view that the
matter was under consideration by the Minister, his department and his advisers.
To substantiate my argument, I refer to a letter from the Chief Commissioner of Police
to the Secretary of the Ministry for Police and Emergency Services dated 27 February. The
letter states in part:
The proposals recommend the closure of a number of police stations, and the curtailment of those services
which are expected to have the least adverse effect on the existing service to the community.

The second letter I shall refer to is a letter from the Secretary of the Ministry for Police
and Emergency Services to the Chief Commissioner of Police dated 6 March. The letter,
among other things, acknowledges the receipt of the letter of 27 February and clearly
illustrates that the matter had been given due consideration by the Minister. I read an
extract of that letter:
I refer to your memorandum of 27th February 1986, proposing action to offset the effects of the application of
a productivity improvement factor of 1 per cent in 1985-86 resulting in the deferral of the recruitment of 103
members. The Minister has noted that the action would involve the closure of nine metropolitan and seventeen
country police stations.

I repeat those words, "the Minister has noted". The letter continues:
... together with reductions in the establishment of various sections and the cessation ofthe activities of several
"special" squads. He has noted, also, that if a productivity factor of 1·5 per cent is applied in 1986-87, involving
the non-filling of 175 positions, it will be proposed that a further program of station closures and re-deployment
be undertaken.

I repeat those words, "a further program of station closures". The extract obviously
confirms that the Minister had given the matter consideration. The letter further stated:
The proposal for closure of stations, etc., was discussed at a meeting of the working Party held on Friday last.
With the agreement of the Minister, I pointed out that it would be desirable if the Minister is to enter into
discussions with the Treasurer and, ne doubt, the Priorities, Planning and Strategies sub-Committee of the
Cabinet about the implications of productivity improvement for the force, to have available options for "offsetting"
providing alternatives to station closures.

The letter speaks for itself. The third letter to which I refer is dated 17 March and is from
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to the Chief Commissioner of Police. The
Minister states:
Thank you for your letter of 6 March in which you recommended the closure of a number of police stations.
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There is no doubt what the Minister's attitude of mind was at that stage. The Minister
went on to say:
The putting forward of so extensive a list of proposed closures at one time could well be counter productive, if
a climate of public hostility emerges.

The Minister got that right. There is a climate of hostility throughout country Victoria.
A letter from the Chief Commissioner of Police to the Minister dated 21 March stated,

inter alia:

... I do not recommend the closure of a number of police stations.

He went on to say.
They must be seen, therefore, to be proposals as distinct from recommendations.

In other words, because of semantic chicanery, with great reluctance the chief commissioner
put forward certain proposals-the Minister took them to be recommendations. The chief
commissioner used the word "recommend" but they were proposals. I submit that it does
not matter one way or the other whether they are proposals or recommendations because
they were put to the Minister and the Minister gave due consideration over a period of
time to the closure ofa number of police stations.
That is the position and I want to make it clear to you, Sir, and also to the Minister, that
there is no vindictiveness in what I have done. I have a high regard for the Minister in
many ways about his administrative capacity. He has got himself into this unfortunate
situation and he misled many of us, including the great majority of the people of Victoria,
quite unnecessarily. Ifhe had told the total truth and given all the facts, this matter would
not have been referred to the Speaker, but the Minister did not do so.
One of his failings here is that he is too smart by half. He had the experience of working
for the former Prime Minister, the Honourable Gough Whitlam, at some stage and he
seems to have modelled himself on that man. He has not got the ability and the flair of the
Honourable Gough Whitlam, and I know the Minister would be the first to admit that.
Unfortunately, he has modelled his style on the Honourable Gough Whitlam, an
outstanding character, but from a dramatic point of view the Minister cannot resist from
time to time going overboard, and when he answered a question from the honourable
member for Whittlesea, the Minister really got carried away and started talking of Hitler
and Goebbels-type propaganda. That was unfair and even the Minister will admit that it
was not Hitler-Goebbels propaganda.
All that the members of the National Party were saying was accurate and to the point
and justified by correspondence which had taken place between the Minister, the secretary
of his department and the chief commissioner. It is an unfortunate matter that could have
been avoided. I hope the Minister will learn from his mistake and I trust he will make a
suitable statement.
As much as I hate to do this, it is not the first time that the Minister has misled this
place, in my view, and I will bring to his attention some examples that occurred over the
past year that have been brought to his attention before. First, I refer to October 1985
when, in referring to the Readiness Review Committee report on operations of State
emergency services, the Minister said that the report had been endorsed, and I suggest that
the document had not been endorsed at the time.
Second, in November 1985, in reference to HAZMAT funding, the Minister stated that
$1· 5 million would be provided this financial year for the HAZMA T plan. In the end, after
severe questioning of the Minister and quite a lot of investigation, it was revealed that the
money came from the Metropolitan Fire Brigades Board-it came out of the board's
budget-whereas the Minister had given the impression that the plan would be
Government-funded. The Minister was relying on technicalities on that occasion and on
the occasion of his claim that the strength of the Police Force had increased by 1000.
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The cold hard facts are that, despite the Minister's jUggling of figures, there has not been
a net increase of 1000 police. In January 1982 the Police Force had an actual strength of
8300 and in March 1986 it had 8900 police officers.
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services will no doubt say that the equivalent
number of police personnel has been achieved, but why does he say that the Police Force
has been increased by 1000? The Minister plays with words, misrepresents the situation
and has not done the right thing by himself, the Government or Victorians.
When the Minister answers questions, he should give accurate and honest answers
because that would assist the administration and functioning of Parliament. As I have
said on previous occasions-and I am sure the Minister accepts it-he and I have had a
good relationship over many years, including the period when he was not a member of
this place, and there is no vindictiveness behind what I have done. I am not heated or
upset, but I cannot understand why the Minister has gone down the path that he has. The
Minister has misled Parliament and Victorians.
The Speaker has ruled that it was not deliberate, and I accept that without reservation.
I shall say no more about that issue, but I hope the Minister will take the lecture that has
been delivered in good faith and will not repeat or try to emulate any of his unfortunate
performances in recent weeks.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-It is common ground
between the Leader of the National Party and myself that on 27 February the Chief
Commissioner of Police, Mr Miller, sent the Secretary of the Ministry for Police and
Emergency Services, Mr R. L. King, a memorandum listing a number of police stations
which could be closed to meet the Government's 1 per cent productivity increase
requirements.
Mr Miller's memorandum was a total surprise to both Mr King and me. Neither the
Government nor I had asked Mr Miller to consider closing police stations. It was not, and
is not, our wish or intention to close police stations. Other ways oflifting police productivity
are available without the need to close police stations or curtail police services to the
public.
The memorandum of 27 February expressed Mr Miller's opposition to the closure of
police stations. Mr Miller has subsequently said repeatedly that he did not, and does not,
recommend closing police stations and that the memorandum was never intended as a
recommendation. The word of the Chief Commissioner of Police is good enough for me.
Mr Ross-Edwards interjected.
Mr MATHEWS-I have no doubt that Mr Miller would be astonished if the proposed
closures listed in the memorandum were carried out. It can be fairly said-and I believe
the Leader of the National Party was admittin~ in his contribution-that the Leader of
the National Party has been making a mountain out of the proverbial molehill. He has
accused me of misleading the House.
I accept the assurance of the Leader of the National Party that that has been done
without vindictiveness, and I acknowledge that our relationship over the years has been
cordial. Nevertheless, the claim in false: I have not misled the House. I have truthfully
told the House that the Government has not decided to close police stations, has not
considered closing police stations and has not had recommended to it the closure of even
a single police station.
The record demonstrates clearly and conclusively that the accusations of the Leader of
the National Party are at variance with the facts.
I shall summarize that record for the information of the House. Claims that the
Government was preparing to close twenty police stations began appearing on 13 January.
On that date the Melbourne Sun carried a report which was headlined, "20 Police Stations
Face Axe". Shortly afterwards the Ballarat News carried a similar report headlined, "20
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Small Police Stations to Close". That story was repeated by print and electronic media
throughout country and regional Victoria.
The Opposition spokesman for Police and Emergency Services, the honourable member
for Portland, issued a press release on 18 February accusing the Government of "preparing
to put entire country communities at the mercy of the criminal elements and vandals".
The following day the Ballarat News had a further report headlined, "40-not 20Police Stations to Close". Its source was given as the secretary of the Victorian Police
Association, Mr Tom Rippon. These claims have been a source of concern and even fear
in many country and regional areas. Protest meetings, attended in some cases by hundreds
of people, have taken place in centres such as Ballarat, Harrow and Cavendish.
From the outset the response from the Government has been prompt and categoric.
The acting Minister for Police and Emergency Services, the Deputy Premier, said bluntly
on 13 February:
The Government has no plans to close twenty small police stations.

At Minyip, Donald and Dimboola on 20 February I said:
The State Government has taken no decision to close any police station in Victoria.

Mr Ross-Edwards-I said "consideration".
Mr MATHEWS-I said further .
.'

"Any recommendations on closures must come from the Chief Commissioner. Mr Miller's professional skill
and wisdom are the community's guarantee that any future recommendation he may make would not in any
way undermine police standards in Victoria or prejudice the protection of lives and property which the Police
Force provide.

The honourable member for Benalla has now demonstrated plainly and conclusively the
truth of these statements made by myself and the Deputy Premier. As I have already
pointed out, the memorandum from Mr Miller to the Secretary of the Ministry for Police
and Emergency Services-which the honourable member for Benalla produced in this
House on 27 March-was written on 27 February, six weeks and more after the initial
report in the Melbourne Sun, and was received by Mr King on 28 February.
That was the first occasion on which any suggestion of closure of police stations had
been raised with me of with the Government, formally or informally, either in writing or
orally. Prior to 27 February, as at the present time, no decision to close even a single police
station had been made either by me or by the Government. No consideration had been
given, either by me or by the Government, to closing even a single police station. In short,
the claim that 20 or 40 country police stations were to be closed by the Government was
an outright-and, I suggest, outrageous-misrepresentation of the situation. Yet it was
repeated up and down the length and breadth of regional and country Victoria in
circumstances which caused great public anxiety.
It was to that misrepresentation that I addressed myself in my answer to the honourable
member for Whittlesea on 19 March. I told the honourable member in part on that
occasion:
The allegations by the police trade union and the honourable members for Benalla and Portland were made in
circumstances where no decision to close any police station had been made. No recommendation from the chief
commissioner was before me.

Mr Ross-Edwards-Where are you quoting from?
Mr MATHEWS-I am quoting what I said on 19 March in this place. I stated:
No recommendation from the Chief Commissioner was before me. I had given the matter no consideration
whatsoever.

The honourable member for Portland was prepared to give that misrepresentation currency,
knowing it was a misrepresentation. The answer that I gave on 19 March, in its entirety,
was the plain truth of the matter. I do not retreat or resile from it in any way.
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The purpose of Mr Miller's memorandum to Mr King plainly was to set out the police
stations that would ha ye to be closed in the event of closures being used to achieve the
Government's productivity requirements.
The response to the memorandum, likewise, was plain. Mr Miller was advised by Mr
King's memorandum of 6 March that no consideration would be given to closing police
stations unless and until other options for achieving the productivity requirements were
developed and made available to me.
He was reminded in my letter of 17 March, to which the Leader of the National Party
has referred, that prior to the closure of any police station being authorized, there would
have to have been full consultation with the local community.
The wording of my letter, likewise, posed squarely the issue of whether it was intended
that the memorandum should be understood as a recommendation.
Mr Miller's letter of 21 March stated explicitly and categorically that his memorandum
of 27 February was not a recommendation and had never been intended as a
recommendation. He stated in that letter:
I do not recommend the closure of police stations.

He said that the substance of the memorandum must be seen "to be proposals as distinct
from recommendations". The distinction was drawn by the Chief Commissioner of Police.
It is not a figment of the imagination of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services; it
is a distinction drawn by the chief commissioner.
This has been confirmed again by a further letter that Mr Miller addressed to the
honourable member for Benalla on 2 April. In that letter Mr Miller informed the honourable
member for Benalla:
My intention was to clearly indicate that I had submitted proposals-not recommendations-for achieving
the reduction of personnel necessary to satisfy the productivity cut.

This bears out my attitude to the whole matter from the outset, when I stated that:
Mr Miller's professional skill and wisdom are the community's guarantee that any future recommendations he
may make would not in any way undermine police standards in Victoria or prejudice the protection oflives and
property which the police provide.

The matter was closed finally by my letter of 26 March, in which I acknowledged Mr
Miller's advice that no recommendation had been made and drew his attention to the
police workload study sections of the Neesham report as an avenue through which the
Government's productivity requirements might be pursued.
The Leader of the National Party, as he pointed out this morning, asked me on 27
March:
Will the Minister for Police and Emergency Services confirm to the House that some one-man police stations
are under consideration for closure as a result ofthe Minister's one per cent productivity directive? If that is so,
which are the stations in question?

In reply to the honourable member, I said:
The Leader of the National Party has still to understand the process by which closures of police stations can be
brought about. In order for the closure of a police station to be brought about there must be a recommendation
to that effect by the Chief Commissioner of Police. The Chief Commissioner has made no such recommendation
to me on the matter. It follows from that that I have given no consideration to the matter, and, therefore, that no
decision has been reached.

Therefore, no decision has been reached. That answer, like my answer to the honourable
member for Whittlesea on 19 March, was the plain truth of the matter. I do not retreat or
resile from it in any way.
I conclude where I began. The Government is not planning to close even a single police
station; it has not even considered closing a single police station; it has not had
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recommended to it the closing of even a single police station. Prior to any recommendation
for the closing of any police station being brought before the Government or considered
by the Government there will be full consultation by the Chief Commissioner of Police
with the local community.
What I have said has at all times been accurate and factual. I have not at any time
misled the House. If it had not been for Mr Miller's letter of 21 March there would have
been a different answer to the question from the Leader of the National Party. Having
received and acknowledged Mr Millers's letter, it was right and proper for me to answer
as I did.
It would have been absurd for me to suggest that the memorandum of 27 February was
a recommendation, when I had just been advised specifically by its author-a man for
whom I have unlimited admiration and respect-that such was not the case. It would
have been absurb to tell the Leader of the National Party that the closure of one-man
police stations was under consideration when, as I have demonstrated, such was not the
case.
I resent and reject the utterly unfounded accusations which have been levelled against
me by the Leader of the National Party. It is that honourable member and those be;lind
him who have misled not only the House but also Victoria and, in particular, rural and
regional Victoria. They have been deliberately fomenting fear and panic among Victorians
in small towns, and some suburbs, by stating that police stations are to be closed when, as
the Leader of the National Party knows, that is not the case and was never the case.
Mr Ross-Edwards-What about the recommendations?
Mr MATHEWS-The Leader of the National Party will receive no comfort or
encouragement from me. The real substance of his charge against me is that I have not
been, and am not now, prepared to countenance in any way suggestions that the
Government intends to close police stations, when the contrary is the case.
His charge is that I have not been, and am not now, prepared to attribute to the Chief
Commissioner of Police a recommendation for the closing of police stations, which I have
been convinced throughout that he has at no stage either intended or expected. There will
be no apology from me for the honourable member's disappointment and frustration. He
has only himself to blame for the fact that he and his colleagues have been caught out once
again in a campaign of scaremongering.
A further matter is the confidentiality of police records, which have an importance over
and above all the records of all other departments and authorities. Implications for the
integrity and efficiency of the law enforcement process and for the security records involving
people's reputations, property and lives are involved.
We are all the poorer for the precedent which has now been set by the honourable
member for Benalla having been offered-and having accepted-an unauthorized copy of
confidential material from the files of the Chief Commissioner of Police.
There can be no guarantee that future breaches of the chief commissioner's security will
be as innocuous as the present scavengings of the honourable member for Benalla.
There can be no guarantee that the motive will be merely, as in the present case,
industrial, bureaucratic or party-political as the case may be.
The action of the honourable member for Benalla has opened up a Pandora's box which
may well trouble Victoria and Victorians for years to come.
It is my intention to discuss these matters with the chief commissioner in the hope that
the nature of the problem can be identified and that confidence in the arrangements can
be restored.
Mr GUDE (Hawthorn)-During the last grievance debate I brought to the attention of
the House a matter of public concern relating to corruption that exists within the Public
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Works Department. If nothing else came out of that particular debate there was proof
positive that corruption does exist. The Minister for Public Works has agreed and
acknowledged that the Fraud Squad is actively participating in inquiries and pursuing
people within the employ of the Public Works Department. He has indicated that a
number of companies and staff are involved.
On a number of occasions the Minister has invited the Opposition, in his words, to Hput
up or shut up". I want to put on the record the fact that the Opposition has put up and it
is time for the Minister to either shut up or deliver.
What has been provided to the Minister both in this place and privately by me is a series
of names of companies and individuals that I have obtained and conveyed through
freedom of information requests. I invited the Minister to direct those names to the
attention of the Fraud Squad, which is currently active within his agency.
Approximately fourteen companies and seven officers have been named in those freedom
of information requests. The Minister has the requests; there are copies of the requests in
my hand now and it is up to him to take advantage of them. It is the responsibility of the
Minister to take them to the Fraud Squad.
What the Minister will find out-what the Fraud Squad is already finding out-is that
in the Public Works Department there are pay-offs; there are people with their hands out
for having favours done; there are people who are being given free trips to Sydney, with
grog and everything else supplied; there are people who have their hire cars paid for and
there are people who are obtaining holiday pay-offs. The Fraud Squad knows this; the
Opposition knows this and it is about time the Minister admitted publicly that he knows
it and that he is prepared to do something about it.
Individuals have been accused of being in the Public Works Department pay-off game
and there is no question that that is the case. I could name names in this House but that
would be prejudicial to the investigations by the Fraud Squad-I have the highest regard
for their efforts.
However, let me inform the House that I am aware that the Fraud Squad is getting very
close to preferring charges, in one area at least, against one individual and it is looking far
beyond that.
So, fourteen companies and seven officers have been named by the Opposition. It is
time that the Minister got away from his in-house, in-club charade. It is time that these
matters came out into the public gaze because the public will not accept what has been
going on.
It is the duty and responsibility of the Minister to the Parlianlent, his colleagues in this
place and the people of the State to bring these matters to the attention of the Fraud Squad,
if he has not already done so. However, let me say that I am well aware that the Fraud
Squad is already investigating some of the people whom I have named in the freedom of
information requests, and that will come out in due course, so the Minister ought to come
clean now. What is he trying to hide from at this time?
The Minister for Public Works ought to review those companies and those individuals.
The Opposition and the people of Victoria are interested to know the extent to which
corruption abounds in the Public Works Department, the extent to which pay-offs are
taking place.
The Auditor-General, if he is not interested, certainly as heck ought to be interested
because within the Public Works Department there is mismanagement and waste of public
funds. I made that quite clear on the last occasion that I spoke in the House. It is a matter
of public record and it is time that these matters were investigated.
On an earlier occasion when I was referring to a company known as Ebir by Zarock Pty
Ltd-and I was specifically referring to a transport contract-the Minister, in his befuddled
mind, seemed to get sidetracked and went on to talk about another contract of another
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part of the company that was dealing with the construction of relocatable buildings,
schools and activities areas for the Fairlea Female Prison.
The Minister has indicated that that company did not comply with contracts Nos 2 and
3. He also indicated that as the company had not honoured that contract, the Government
had now taken it away from the company.
That leads to an interesting point: the Government appears to have been embarking on
a series of compliance raids and the Minister for Public Works has stated this in the House
on a previous occasion in response to questions from his own side of the House. He has
been embarking on compliance checks on companies to determine whether they are doing
all the things that the Government would want.
I happen to have a document here, which is a report made in mid-1985 by an inspector,
Mr Jim Corkell, of the Public Works Department, relating to a number of companies
seeking to obtain contract work from the Government. Let us examine what the report
said about Ebir by Zarock Pty Ltd of Geelong:
Firm appears to be complying with conditions of contract with covering workers with workers compensation
policy contribution to CLL.S.L.B. only using specialist sub-contractors. Company has 14 workers including
apprentices. Workers compensation policy requires special endorsement include indemnity of principal. Otherwise
is satisfactory.

This is a company that the Minister claims to be breaching conditions, presumably, and
as he put it, he withdrew the company from those contracts.
Those contracts have not been withdrawn; but let us continue, because compliance
seems to be an important factor to this Government and the Minister for Public Works.
There are times, of course, when he gets very testy, and I shall mention a company called
Cemac Associated Ltd of Reservoir and Kilmore. This company has won the contract for
the supply of relocatables to the Fairlea Female Prison and perhaps honourable members
should examine how good this company is because, if we are taking contracts away from
one company because it is not complying, perhaps we ought to be taking contracts away
from others that do not comply. Again, I go back to the same report of May 1985 by Mr
Jim Corkell:
Company states that all labour is engaged on sub-contract.

and I know that that last word is underlined because the Government does not like subcontract labour. It is all for getting rid of sub-contracting:
... in addition to specialist sub-contractors. It has workers compensation policy for a number of employees and
policy includes principal's indemnity clause does not contribute ...

These last three words are also underlined because the Government likes people to
contribute to superannuation and long service leave schemes .
. . . to CLL.S.L.B. as the company argues that it is in off-site manufacture and therefore the requirements for
long service leave do not apply.

Obviously they are having a discussion with the Government because the report continues,
on the final line:
Company is not complying with conditions of contract.

I ask the Minister how he can take a contract from one company which he says is not
complying, and give contracts to another company that clearly is not complying, in the
words and the statement ofa Public Works Department officer.
I stated earlier that the Minister for Public Works had indicated that the company had
had work taken from it. I shall read from a letter that the company forwarded to the
Minister on 7 April 1986. In the letter, the company, Ebir by Zarock Pty Ltd of 120 Lygon
Street, Brunswick, refers specifically to Hansard of Thursday, 20 March 1986 and states:
We refer to the above pages 21 through 29 Grievances, and wish to point out that in the matters referred to as
Contracts 2 and 3 we are in a state of confusion.

988

ASSEMBLY

10 April 1986

Grievances

To the best of our knowledge we have received no cancellation of the above Contracts.

The Minister stated that he had cancelled the contract. They were his words; not mine.
The Minister claimed he had cancelled the contract, but he has not. I am not implying
that the Minister deliberately misled the House, but I am stating that he is an incompetent
fool and is totally out of touch with what is going on!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Vaughan)-Order! The honourable member for Hawthorn
has used unparliamentary language. I ask him to withdraw those words and address
himself in other terms.
Mr GUDE-I defer to your ruling, Mr Acting Speaker. The Minister for Public Works
is not in touch with what is goin~ on in the Public Works Department. To that extent, he
should be called before the Premier to answer and show cause for his actions. His Cabinet
colleagues should be extremely worried about a Minister who is capable of stating that a
contract had been cancelled and then finding that his department had not done what he
said it had done. That claim was made after the Minister had been well briefed and well
warned by the senior officers of his department that the matter was to be discussed in the
Hou~e. The Minister has put not only the company in a state of confusion but also
Parliament and the people of Victoria.
The letter continues:
We answered a "show cause" letter on January 14th 1986 and have had no reply to that.
We also have a Contract site Instruction dated January 31st 1986 re Contract 3.
We would appreciate being advised ofthe state of both contracts.

No reply has been made to that letter. I have been in touch with the company as recently
as 1 hour ago, and as recently as that, the company had still not received any response
from the Government, the Minister or the Public Works Department.
On an earlier occasion, the Minister mentioned the fact that the Government does not
become involved in what the Opposition referred to as prepayments. For many years the
previous Government and the current Government have continually been involved in
what are termed as prepayments. However, the Minister stated that it had never happened.
I shall refer to a couple of documents, the first being a letter dated 14 November 1985
addressed to the Minister. The letter states:
We wrote to you on October 30th requesting consideration ofa pre-payment from the Public Works Department
in consideration of work to be done by us on Contracts 2 and 3, for completion prior to the 20th December 1985.

The letter goes on in considerable detail, and time does not permit me to read it all into
Ha nsard. However, the letter gives examples of the way in which the company could
substantiate a prepayment; it refers to share capital, property mortgage, bank overdrafts
and other matters.
On 20 November the Minister wrote back to the company stating:
Further to your letter dated 30 October 1985 requesting that I consider the notion ofpre-payment for buildings,
I advise as follows:
(a) It has not been found necessary to use this form of payment in the past, and as there are no contractural
obligations to pay in this manner, to do so now would create a precedent.

I put it to the House that that is nonsense. That type of activity has been going on for
years. It was done correctly and properly under the previous Liberal Administration and
It has been going on all around this Minister. He obviously does not know what is going
on in his department. It has been going on around him and it was going on under the
administration of his predecessor.
These companies seeking what they refer to as prepayments put up collateral in the
form of material or works in progress. That collateral is agreed to by the Public Works
Department and is paid out of its trust account. A statement of that collateral is recognized
by the department, which then makes a prepayment, usually to the company's bank
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account. Upon completion of work in progress, as each unit is completed, payment is
made from the department's trust account. That is what prepayments are all about. I hope
the Minister now has a slightly better understanding of the matter.
So that no doubt exists about the procedure, I shall give an example: Public Works
Department Trust Receipt File No. BG 162289,22 June 1984, received from Ebir Industries
Pty Ltd collateral of$80 000. Another example is receipt No. 12756 from the department's
trust receipt account for an amount of$120 000. I shall read the words on the receipt:
Deposit re: Payment in advance for supply and delivery of 4 WO modular buildings.

I have a document here that is a pay-in slip by the company, Ebir Industries Pty Ltd, to its
National Australia Bank account indicating that prepayment was made to the extent of
$120000.
The Minister declares that there are no such things as prepayments. I assure the Minister
that there are, and there is involvement of agencies within his department in corruption,
incompetence and deficiencies associated with those prepayments.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr GUDE-Ifthe Minister had been in the House he would have heard.
Mr Walsh-I was here.
Mr GUDE-Ifthe Minister was not listening, I shall not hold him accountable for his
deficiencies.

I ask why the Government would want to arrange for prepayments and why it would
want to get rid of cash as fast as it can. I refer to a Public Works Department special
circular No. 84/B issued on 19 April 1985. It is signed by the de facto boss of the Public
Works Department, the Minister's stooge, Mr Devenish, general manager of design and
construction. It states:
EXPENDITURE-1984-85 WORKS AND SERVICES PROGRAMS
The above programs for most client departments including Education are in danger of not having their
allocated funds fully expended by 30th June, 1985.

The department had the worry that it might not be able to get rid of the moneys through
these agencies so he sent a note to all his helpers within the Public Works Department. It
continues:
Some of the client departments where the largest under-expenditure appears likely are:
Public buildings
Attorney-General
Corrections
Police and Emergency Services

We have almost had enough of that for one day:
Health
Education

The bottom line is:
Your co-operation and effort in this area will be much appreciated.

The facts speak for themselves. The Minister, because of his lack of knowledge, has not
conveyed to this House or the business community precisely what is going on within his
department. However, significant evidence of corruption in his department exists. I have
named fourteen companies and seven individuals whom the Fraud Squad is currently
investigating. The Minister knows full well that charges will be preferred against some of
the people named.
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Mr Walsh-We found out about it in September.
Mr GUDE-But the Government kept the information to itself. If the Opposition had
not brought it out into the open, the Government would not have said a word.
Mr Walsh interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Vaughan)-Order! I am prepared to call the Minister for
Public Works as the next speaker ifhe is prepared to be quiet for the next 2 minutes.
Mr GUDE-I hope when the Minister does reply that he gets it right for a change. Ifhe
gets it wrong, I shall come back again and again and illustrate his incompetence. It is the
responsibility of the Minister to take these matters forward.
Since the matter came into the public arena, the Fraud Squad has been inundated with
enough inquiries to keep it going for some time. I have no reason to disbelieve the advice
I have received that the Fraud Squad will be occupied at least for the remainder of 1986.
I have taken the action of dealing with freedom of information in the grievance debate
because the Minister and the Government have embarked on a constant program of coverup. The only way the Opposition can gain access to files is through the Freedom of
Information Act. If files are not provided, the Opposition will tell the public. If files are
released selectively, the Opposition will tell the public about that, too.
It is up to the Government to say why it has withdrawn information and to justify to
the people of Victoria why it has not been prepared to conduct an open inquiry. It is up to
the Government to justify why it does not inquire into the financial management and
functions of this Government agency.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Public Works)-Once again I am involved in a grievance
debate to answer serious allegations made by the honourable member for Hawthorn, who
has not provided evidence to back up his allegations about fraud involving the Public
Works Department.
On two occasions in this place the honourable member for Hawthorn has made serious
allegations about what is happening in the department and has submitted requests for files
from that department under the Freedom of Information Act. Since I have been Minister
for Public Works some 31 requests have been made by the honourable member for
Hawthorn concerning matters that may have involved fraud in my department: to this
stage, not one case of fraud has been found to exist that we have not found ourselves. The
honourable member makes grand statements in the House.
I explained in the House on 20 March that a couple of matters are in the hands of the
Fraud Squad, but those matters were discovered, not by the honourable member for
Hawthorn, but by the department. On 20 March I told the honourable member for
Hawthorn that the last matter had been discovered late in September and was put in the
hands of the Fraud Squad on 1 October.
When cases involving fraud are discovered, they are immediately put in the hands of
the Fraud Squad. I am sure some matters are raised by the honourable member for
Hawthorn in this House because he thinks he can get protection under the rules of
privilege. He has produced no new evidence offraud.
The matter was raised in this place by the honourable member for Greensborough and
I had my department contact the Police Department to have something done about the
allegations made.
Within the past ten days a letter has been written to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services requesting the police to interview the honourable member for
Hawthorn about his allegations. I note that the honourable member does not have the
courage, either as a citizen or as a member of this House, to go to the police with his
complaints. I do not know whether he has any trust in the Police Force but I certainly do.
I believe Victoria has the best Police Force in the world, not just in Australia.
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If the honourable member for Hawthorn has any information about any persons acting
illegally and does not contact the police about it, he is aiding and abetting those persons
who are breaking the law and is not acting in the interests of the people of Victoria. The
honourable member ought to put up or shut up. I do not think he intends to contact the
police. All he is doing is grandstanding and making allegations so that he can perhaps get
coverage on the front page of the Herald or the Age.
Anything the honourable member for Hawthorn wants to put up, the department will
investigate thoroughly. I believe it has the best internal audit team in the State which
investigates matters of corruption and irregularities that occur in the department. I am
proud of these people for what they have found out. They will continue to investigate such
matters.
When the honourable member for Hawthorn was making his speech, I was downstairs
listening to him. He said that he had spoken to me privately about corruption in the
department. That is a blatant lie. He has never spoken to me privately or to anyone in the
department about the matter.
Mr GUDE (Hawthorn)-Mr Acting Speaker, on a point of order, I find the remarks of
the Minister to be offensive. They are untrue. I ask that he withdraw them.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Vaughan)-Order! There is no point of order.
Mr GUDE-On a further point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, I find the remarks of the
Minister, who suggested that I had lied and had not met him, to be totally offensive and
untrue.
If the Minister were to cast his mind back, he would recall that I actually handed to him
a copy of a request under the Freedom of Information Act, which he refused to accept.
The ACTING SPEAKER-Order! There is no point of order. The honourable member
for Hawthorn may ask for the withdrawal of the words he found offensive.
Mr GUDE-I did!
Mr WALSH (Minister for Public Works)-Mr Acting Speaker, if the honourable member
for Hawthorn found my remarks offensive, I withdraw them. I am not prepared to waste
time during the grievance debate dealing with matters that certain honourable members
do not like.
I refer again to the honourable member's statement that he had spoken privately with
me. I was downstairs listening to the honourable member's speech. The honourable
member did not speak to me privately about the matter; all he did was hand a letter to me
and say, "Cop this, and have a happy Easter!" Then he gave me another letter and I told
the honourable member for Hawthorn to do it properly, so he did it properly and sent the
letter down. He never spoke privately to me about irregularities in my department; not
one word came out of the honourable member's mouth about irregularities in the
department. I suppose the honourable member for Hawthorn would shave with an electric
razor and not a safety razor because if he used a safety razor he would probably cut
himself.
I do not wish to take up the time allotted for the grievance debate on this matter because
back-bench members of Parliament should have an opportunity of raising matters. The
honourable member for Hawthorn raised the matter of Ebir by Zarock again. The
honourable member certainly does not understand the arrangement for relocatable
buildings. On 20 March 1986 I fully explained that approximately 2500 relocatable buildings
are moved around Victoria each year.
Some relocatable buildings have to be built by certain contractors. I said that the
department had taken away work from Ebir by Zarock and did not say that the contract
would be cancelled. The contract still exists, but Ebir by Zarock has not delivered anything
as yet.
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Mr Gude-You have not paid them.
Mr W ALSH-Ebir by Zarock has not abided by the contract and its work is not up to
standard. The honourable member for Hawthorn should realize that the work that company
was contracted to do for the department had to be delivered to the schools.
Mr Gude interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Vaughan)-Order! This debate is important and will be
conducted in accordance with the Standing Orders of the House. It is the role of the Chair
to protect the rights of every honourable member, including the Minister who is addressing
the Chair at present. I am of the view that he is able to address the Chair without the
assistance of other honourable members.
Mr W ALSH-Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. This company has issued two writs
against the department, and the department will be contesting them, as I said on 20 March.
Not only one company builds relocatable buildings; several build them. The buildings
have to be built and those companies that do not build them to the department's
requirements are overlooked and other companies do the work instead. Ebir by Zarock
did not fulfil the contract to do the work that the department wanted it to do. The contract
is for work at a value of up to $900000; that contract is still available but we have not
been given one nail. The company has not produced any building to date.
What I said on 20 March was that we have taken work away. The reason is that the
buildings had to be built. Honourable members obviously do not seem to understand that.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Vaughan)-Order! The Minister will address the Chair.
Mr W ALSH-There are many reasons why that has to be done. It has been done with
other contractors responsible for building works. Although a contractor may have a contract
to construct a certain number of relocatable buildings-something like $900 aaa-the
Government may say, "Do not build the re locatable for Smith Street, it will be built by
another company because it has to be built on time". The system works like that and a
contractor still has a contract to build a relocatable building for use elsewhere.
The allegations of the honourable member for Hawthorn are a disgrace. He has not
provided one skerrick of information to the police. I hope the police visit the honourable
member shortly because I know he is not game to visit them. The honourable member has
no evidence and, if he does have, he is breaking the law just like the other people he is
making allegations about.
The ACTING SPEAKER-Order! In his closing remarks the Minister made an
imputation about another honourable member and I ask him to withdraw.
Mr W ALSH-I withdraw.
Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)-Several weeks ago it was reported in the Weekly
Times that the Australian Labor Party women's conference had been told that the
Government was proposing to set up a rural women's network. The Minister for
Conservation, Forests and Lands is reported to have said that its purpose was "to get some
sense back into the great rural debate".
It is easy to understand that the Government does not like what it is hearing from rural
organizations. Everywhere that people come together in rural areas the conversation
inevitably gets around to the state of the nation's economy and the problems that are
already well and truly established so far as Victoria's economic situation is concerned.
Even more ominous problems are looming not far down the track.
The harsh reality that the Labor Party refuses to face is that the rural community is not
buying what the world's greatest Treasurer is telling them about the state of the economy.
Rural communities are not swallowing the garbage that is issued and which honourable
members have to sit and listen to in this place day after day from the lips of the Premier
and the Treasurer about how Victoria is leading the economic recovery.
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It is patently obvious that there is no economic recovery and what the Premier and the
Treasurer are mistakenly believing to be signs of an economic recovery are simply changes
in the rate of decline. The Premier and the Treasurer have become so bemused with their
economic theories, well and truly encased in jargon-that I consider, with confidence, the
majority of people do not understand and I doubt whether those honourable gentlemen
understand either-that tragically they believe what they are saying is true.
It is sad for the economy of this country, and especially for rural people, that the state
of our economic climate is being ignored and misinterpreted by the people who are most
responsible for the situation. Like some banana republic, the Australian Labor Party has
apparently decided that, if it cannot hear what it wants from existing spontaneous voluntary
organizations, it will set up one that will tell it what it wants to hear from rural areas. What
other justification could there be for setting up an organization of this kind unless the
existing ones are not telling the Government what it wants to hear?
That is the sort of misguided democracy that the Australian Labor Party now proposes
to impose upon country citizens. The proposition is an insult to all rural people. Those
people are members of existing organizations, but it is suggested by the Labor Party that
those organizations and its members are not capable of expressing the views of rural
communities.
The Australian Labor Party executive said that the ALP women's conference was not
capable of representing the views of rural people. It is an indication that honourable
members, such as the honourable member for Morwell, are not capable of expressing the
views of rural people, but that an organization should be created which can represent
those views.
The Government is hypocritical. It mouths platitudes about the democratic system and
how it has been democratically elected by the people, but it consistently ignores the views
of people who have similarly been democratically elected to represent rural areas. The
Premier consistent1y ignores the representations of people who have been democratically
elected to represent the rural point of view. It is an insult to those persons who represent
rural electorates that the ALP believes that a Government-sponsored organization should
be established to get some sense into the rural debate.

The Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands and the ALP hierarchy should listen
to the views of the representatives of rural people and heed what they say about rural
problems. Is this proposed organization to receive Government funding? Ifit does receive
Government funding, it will be a vicious operation. The leaders of existing rural
organizations already find it difficult to spare the time and the money necessary for them
to devote their energies to their respective organizations. It would be grossly unfair to the
existing rural organizations if a competing Government-funded organization was
established, ostensibly to represent the views of rural people, particularly rural women.
That would be an insult to fine organizations such as the Country Women's Association,
which has carried out its responsibilities for many years. It is an outrageous proposal that
demonstrates an arrogant and patronizing attitude to rural people, who reject it utterly.
I turn now to a matter concerning the Treasurer. On 19 May 1985 one of my constituents
wrote to the Treasurer raising important questions relating to the imposition of the
financial institutions duty.
In his letter the constituent raised a number of specific questions relating to the incidence
of the duty and how it was passed on to the customers of financial institutions. He pointed
out to the Treasurer that he believed the deductions being made on payments to these
institutions exceeded the amounts liable under the law. While those deductions were only
a few cents each time, in total the amount involved would be considerable. That letter was
written on 19 May and, in his usual prompt manner, the Treasurer replied on 15 July in a
letter, which stated:
You wrote to me about financial institutions duty. I have arranged for the matter to be examined and when I
am in a position to write to you again I will do so.
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It took the Treasurer two months simply to acknowledge a letter that drew attention to a

potential situation oflarge sums of money being extracted unlawfully from the community.
It is pleasing to note that the Treasurer again wrote to the constituent on 29 July, a
fortnight later, but his formal reply to the constituent did not answer the questions that
the constituent had asked. His questions were specific.
Further, in the letter the Treasurer stated that he was enclosing a copy of a letter he had
sent to all financial institutions in July 1983 drawing attention to the Government's
concern at the way in which those institutions were recouping from their customers the
amount of duty being paid to the Government. The only snag was that the letter referred
to was not included in the reply. My constituent continued to persevere with his question
and in due course a letter dated 12 August was written to him by the Assistant DirectorGeneral (Revenue) of the Department of Management and Budget in the following terms:
The Treasurer has asked me to reply to your letter to him of 28 October 1985.
At this stage we are awaiting responses from the financial institutions to a letter sent to them by the Stamps
Office (which administers the Financial Institutions Duty Act).
As the Acting Treasurer said in his letter of 29 August 1985, the Treasurer will write to you again when the
investigation has been concluded.

This letter arrived approximately six months after the original letter of the constituent and
it still did not satisfy his complaints. He is a persistent gentleman and he again
corresponded. He received a letter from the Acting Treasurer, in this case Mr John Cain,
which stated:
I refer to your correspondence with the Treasurer concerning your experience with Financial Institutions Duty
charged on your Bankcard transactions.
The material enclosed with your letter of 12 August does appear to indicate an over-recovery by the Bank in
respect of Financial Institutions Duty. As the Treasurer has indicated previously, any such over-recovery of duty
is a matter of concern to the Government.
The Treasurer has an investigation under way into the matters you have raised and he will write to you again
when that investigation has been concluded.

My constituent has certainly received plenty of offers to write to him again but has not
had much activity. Finally, in desperation, he wrote to me on 16 February 1986 complaining
about the failure of the Government to answer his questions and he asked me to raise the
matter in the House.
I shall revert to the questions asked of the Treasurer in the first instance. It is appropriate
that I should quote the letter so that honourable members will understand that the
questions are simple and elementary. It is mind-boggling to think that a department such
as the Department of Management and Budget could allow almost twelve months to pass
without replying. The letter states:
I wish to draw your attention to the rate at which financial institutions are passing on their liability to the
financial institutions duty to me as as depositor. I also ask you to clarify several aspects ofthe duty.
I am continually being levied the duty at the rate of 1 cent for each deposit of$1 00/3 or part thereof.
In accordance with section 45 (2) of Part VI of the Financial Institutions Duty Act 1982, the rate of duty is as
follows:
" . . . (a) a financial institution pays financial institutions duty at the rate of 0·03 per centum of the
total dutiable receipts received by him during a month . . . ; or

(b) a depositor pays financial institutions duty at the rate of 0·03 per centum of the total dutiable
deposits made by him during a month . . ."

Is there any provision under the Act for rounding down the duty to the nearest cent? Is there any provision for
the liability to duty to accumulate until such time as deposits total $100/3, for each individual depositor? Is there
any provision for rounding up the duty?
Please advise me how much duty is payable by both a depositor and a financial institution in each of the
following cases:
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(a) An individual deposits $10 into his account, this being the only deposit by him over a one month
period.
(b) Ten individuals each deposit $10 into their own separate accounts with the same financial institution
over a one month period. The financial institution receives $100 in total from these deposits in that
month.
Under existing practice, the financial institutions would levy each depositor 1 cent in both cases (a) and (b).
Under case (b), the financial institution would collect 10 cents, but according to section 45 (2) of the Act would
only be liable to pay 3 cents to the Comptroller of Stamps. Profit to financial institutions-7 cents!! If the financial
institution is not profiting, your Government must be!! The enactment ofthe consumer affairs sponsored section
58 of the Credit Act would ensure the continuation of this profit.

I object to paying duty at a greater than prescribed rate under those circumstances. Rounding down of the duty
or the accumulation of the deposits would be a more equitable way of tying the duty. If there is no provision for
these features under the existing Act, I ask that the Financial Institutions Duty Act 1982 be amended to
incorporate them.

I am sure honourable members would agree that that is a reasonable request. However, a
simple series of questions to a Government department has not been replied to for almost
twelve months.
Finally, I direct attention to the effect of the Government's policy in relation to unused
road reserves and river frontages. Recently I was approached by a constituent, an old age
pensioner, who owns a property which has a foreshore frontage to the Gippsland Lakes. I
do not know how long that area has been associated with his home but he said that he did
not want the land because the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands told him
that he must pay $50 per annum for the privilege of having this vacant land beside his
property and $21 for drawing up a lease agreement.
When he told the department that he did not want the land, that it was of no use to
him-the land carries grazing rights-he was told to erect a six-strand wire fence. I asked
my constituent whether the fence was necessary and he said, "I don't own any stock, I
don't even own a cat or a dog. All I do is walk across the land to the jetty." I told him that
he has as much right as any other citizen to walk across the land. This is a classic example
of the idiotic procedures adopted by the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member's time has expired.
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-I raise two matters for the attention of the Minister
for Transport. Firstly, on 21 November 1985, Mr Kevin Mark, manager, freight operations
co-ordination, who was staying at a railway house at Mansfield which he leases as his
holiday house, had one of his special officers, Mr Linnel, who is on a salary of$37 000 a
year, drive a railways car-registration number MXE 428, a yellow Nissan Bluebirdfrom Melbourne to Mansfield to return Mr Mark from Mansfield to his home at
Keysborough. The special officer was paid by V/Line and V/Line paid for the petrol that
was used.
Mr Mark is provided with a pass which entitles him to free travel on the bus run by
V/Line between Mansfield and Spencer Street every day. Mr Mark had no right to request
a special officer paid by V/Line to chauffeur him using a V/Line car and V/Line petrol for
his own use when a bus that is run by V/Line is available to be used by him at no cost.
This is a disgraceful waste of money. I ask that the matter be investigated and that
appropriate disciplinary action be taken.
I turn to the second far more concerning issue. The Opposition has received allegations
that many persons employed as railway investigation officers have criminal backgrounds
and that a high proportion of those are homosexuals and paedophiles who actively, and
sometimes openly, use their positions to pursue illegal activities.
The Opposition has carried out extensive inquiries, and it has been approached by a
number of persons who have supplied evidence of allegations which include: assaults by
railway detectives on passengers and railway staff; theft from railway depots by railway
investigation officers; intimidation of staff by a close-knit group of homosexual railway
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detectives; false time-sheet entries and gross mismanagement by railway investigators;
racial discrimination; and death threats against one informant and his family.
The Opposition has identified 29 railway investigation officers whom it is informed
have criminal records. The type and nature of their offences include serious ones indeed,
and the most disturbing aspect is that the convictions show a prevalence of homosexual
and paedophile activity.
I quote from a police file on Leo Aldolphus Paley who has convictions for unlawful
assault, indecent assault on a male and buggery. His last conviction was on a charge of
breach of parole. His modus operandi is:
1. Homosexual.
2. Between 1954 and 1958, offender associated with two schoolboys at Geelong and committed buggery on
them on a number of occasions. During this same period he indecently assaulted them dozens of times.
3. One evening at Norlane a schoolboy was riding his bicycle along a street when offender who was standing
near his car asked for help to fix the car lights. The lad stopped to help when offender grabbed him and clamped
a hand over his mouth saying, "Stop screaming or I'll kill you." All this time offender was trying to force the boy
into the car, but when another car came along he released him.

Mr Norris-That was 28 years ago.
Mr BROWN-The police file continues:
Paley admitted to police that he was going to commit buggery on the child.

And the Government back-bencher who interjected, is apparently prepared to allow that
to occur. The file also states:
At Geelong West one afternoon he stopped his car and accosted two youngsters. He offered one of them money
to get into the vehicle and go for a drive, with the fixed intention of indecently assaulting him.

It goes on:
It is also felt wherever he may be he will constitute a definite threat to the safety of young boys.

I turn to the police files on some of the other current railway employees in Victoria.
Mr SPYKER (Minister for Consumer Affairs)-I raise a point of order, Mr Speaker.
The honourable member for Gippsland West is obviously quoting from documents, and I
ask whether he is prepared to make them available to the House.
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-I shall certainly make them available, Mr Speaker. I
now hand to the Minister for Consumer Affairs the first of the documents.
The SPEAKER -Order! I advise the House that in the opinion of the Chair, the use of
what I believe to be confidential material from police records has some element of risk,
even inside this Chamber, relating to any action that may result from the illegal obtaining
of such material.
Mr SPYKER (Minister for Consumer Affairs)-On a further point of order, Mr Speaker,
in view of the serious allegations that have been made by the honourable member, so that
the records of H ansard are accurate, I ask that the dates the honourable member quoted
from the documents be made available to Hansard; I noticed that some of the dates ranged
from 1954 to 1958.
The SPEAKER -Order! I cannot accept that as a point of order. The honourable
member for Gippsland West quoted some dates, and I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-Thank you, Mr Speaker. I accept your advice and
shall not quote directly from police files; I shall now quote from my own notes.
There are officers in the Victorian railways service who have criminal convictions
involving homosexual charges. One of them is alleged to have had involvement with
children and was seen with a young boy at the toilets at the Princes Bridge railway station.
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Another officer applied to become a member of the Victoria Police; he passed all the
examinations but was not accepted into the force. It is reported that he visits Asia regularly
to engage in sex with young children.
Yet another person, prior to becoming a railway investigation officer, was an officer in
the Police Force. He was thrown out of the force and accepted by the railways investigation
branch as a by-laws officer. He subsequently resigned and went back to the Police Force,
stayed there for a short time, and was asked to leave for assaulting a person at Flinders
Street railway station. That officer is also known to indulge in illicit sexual activity with
young children.
Another person has a conviction for activities involving theft and, generally, is an active
homosexual who does not try to hide the fact in any way.
Two other names appear on the police files of persons who engage in homosexual
activities. The file also contains the name of a person who beat a young offender at the
back of the railway vaults for tampering with his car; to escape what was to be a brutal
beating, the offender swam across the Yarra River when a mobile intensive care ambulance
was called to ~ve aid and transport the offender to hospital. Another person has convictions
relating to dnnk-driving and impersonating police officers.
Another example relates to convictions for drug-related offences. I couldgo on and on.
Obviously, the charges are grave. There are also two female investigation officers.
The sitting was suspended at 1 p.m. until 2.5 p.m.

Mr BROWN-Prior to the suspension of the sitting, I was referring to allegations that
have been made regarding two female railway investigation officers, one of whom it is
alleged has the habit of kneeing young male offenders after they have been handcuffed. I
would add that neither of those two female officers involved, to the knowledge of the
Opposition, has a past criminal record.
It is on the public record that two railway detectives were questioned by transport
department investigators after they took two schoolboys into a public lavatory to interview
them. That incident happened at the Ringwood railway station. I have conferred in writing
with the Minister for Transport and I shall quote from his letter in part, which states:
At all times, when officers are actually engaged in ticket checking duties, shall:
clearly display their identification badge in a prominent place on their person, normally on the left hand lapel
or breast pocket of their clothing;
or may remove same for various reasons such as, to have a cigarette or purchase their meal.
When performing other duties (plain clothes) and are required to speak to any person, shall immediately
produce his open authority for that person's inspeCtion and also ensure that the person knows who, and to which
department, the officer is attached before engaging in any further conversation with that person.

That is a policy of the present Minister: he confirmed it to me in writing and there can be
no question that that edict is not being carried out in Victoria. Some railway investigation
officers are not displaying their identification as required and are not making it available
upon request prior to engaging in further conversation with a person whom they have
apprehended.
There are a number of people, including present and former railway investigation
officers, who are prepared to give evidence. Some of these people have collated evidence.
Two former railway detectives put together a voluminous amount of documented evidence
which was raised for the attention of senior officers but the evidence was covered up. They
were directed to discontinue their inquiries and one resigned in disgust.
The Opposition has a tape recording of conversations which it is prepared to make
available. The Opposition has copies of diary notes involving the investigation of these
two officers, one of whom resigned in disgust when the issue they raised was covered up,
and the Opposition is prepared to make this evidence available to the police.
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Mr Roper- Which Government was in office then?
Mr BROWN-It happened under previous Governments as well as the present
Government and now that it is known it is time for the Minister for Transport to act. I
quote from a letter the Opposition has received. It states:
On 2 February 1986, I had missed the last train from the city (to Newport). I rang my sister to pick me up.
While at Hinders Street station I had an argument with one of the railway workers on the steps ofthe station.
Police and railway investigators appeared so I quietly left and went across the road and was looking for my
sister. It was approximately 2.15 a.m. Sunday morning and I saw my sister starting to walk up the stairs of
Princes Bridge Plaza, and I headed towards her.
For some reason I turned and had a look towards the station and saw 4 men running towards me. I don't know
if the last two men were in uniform but the two in front were not. I didn't know who they were and they didn't
identify themselves. I took off running. I ran straight in front of a car after screaming my sisters name out. They
grabbed me at St Paul's Cathedral.
No identification was given or shown. I was taken back to Hinders Street station. I kept calling my sister. At
one stage one of the men holding me threatened to arrest my sister if she followed us. The men holding my wrists
and top of my arms were hurting me and I kept telling them to ease up. One finally loosened his grip slightly. I
was taken up the stairs to one of the offices and pushed into the wall.
Two more men in plain clothes came and two uniformed railway investigators turned up.

No identification was given, no one said who they were. They hurt my arms and I was in pain when I was
pushed into the wall. My stitches (my wrist had stitches from a week old wound) were stretched and bleeding
freely. Due to the pain in my arm I saw a doctor, I did nothing to provoke these men.

The letter is from a woman who has contacted the Opposition on this matter and a doctor
has confirmed that injuries were sustained and has written to the Opposition in that
regard.
Another complaint that the Opposition has received in writing is from a person who is
prepared to come forward and give evidence of brutality by railway investigation officers
when carrying out their duties. He has produced a five-page fully documented account of
what happened to him, and points out that better selection and/or supervision of the
appointment of railway officers is urgently needed.
He says in part:
"After a few minutes, a decent looking young man, not a member of the above mentioned group, was hit
several times in the face by one of a group of drunkards without any reason. It took some time to establish a
relative peace by a powerfully built young man. When the train arrived at the Hinders Street station at
approximately 8.15 p.m., on the platform 2/3, the writer informed the station master about the assault, but he did
not take any action.

He goes on to outline that railway investigation officers were brought in. The gentleman
concerned was 68 years of age and was pushed down stairs and treated in a brutal manner.
He is prepared to come forward and give evidence so long as an adequate degree of
protection is given and the investigation is not an internal investigation by the railway
investigation officers themselves.
The most disturbing aspect is that there is a predominance of serious sexual offences
among the crimes of these 29 railway investigation officers that I have raised for the
attention of the public and the Parliament today.
Railway investigation officers are law enforcement officers. They do not sweep floors or
wash windows. It would be an ideal situation for a child molester to be able to act with
impunity ifhe could obtain a position as a railway investigation officer.
The fact that 29 out of a total work force of 235 railway investigation officers have
criminal records is no accident. There is a clique of law breakers who have, successfully
established themselves in this law enforcement agency and they need to be removed
immediately by the Minister for Transport.
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Some of them now occupy senior management positions and they are ensuring that
their like are employed.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I draw attention
to the fact that the honourable member is reading his speech. It is not a question of copious
notes; he is reading paragraph after paragraph while he attempts to malign these various
people. I believe he is reading his speech out of order and if they are copious notes, they
look very strange and require examination.
The SPEAKER-Order! I have not seen the notes used by the honourable member for
Gippsland West. Reading speeches is out of order, however, I do not uphold the point of
order.
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-The Opposition calls for a full police examination
into these matters forthwith. Diaries and tapes exist and numerous people are prepared
and available to give evidence. The Minister for Transport would not have a clue that
most of these people exist at present. They have not approached the Minister because they
have found out that approaching the Minister will get them nowhere. When previous
matters have been raised, they were referred to people investigating their own kind.
Mr Roper interjected.
Mr BROWN-It certainly does go back to 1981. These people have not been employed
in the last 5 minutes; many have been employed in this law enforcement agency for a
number of years. There is no question of that and no dispute over that point. Evidence is
available, which has not been made public, and which has been investigated only in part.
Some of the material put before the House today was not known to the Minister for
Transport and it needs to be investigated by somebody independent of the railway
investigation department because it has been referred to parties before and it has been
covered up.
It is obvious that 25 out of235 people represents about 12 per cent of the total number
of officers. The majority of the railway investigation officers are, unquestionably, good,
honest, decent law-abiding citizens who want to do their jobs and who are, in some
number, prepared to co-operate in an independent inquiry.
Some of the existing officers want an independent investigation to be conducted, and
they will front up at such an inquiry. It is for the protection of the majority of decent
officers as well as the public that the Government should address this matter forthwith.
If the Minister for Transport thought for a moment that he could brush off this issue
and sweep it under the table-which is what has happened to date-when evidence is
available, when people are prepared to come forward and when people have gone to the
media to get action, he has another think coming.

Railway investigation officers have made complaints to the railways investigation
department and, after consideration, the complaints have been covered up. The Opposition
requests that a full and impartial investigation be conducted by the Police Force. The
Opposition will not accept an investigation by the railway investigation department
because, undoubtedly the cover-up situation will continue.
This matter goes back many years. It is a scandalous and deplorable situation which no
honourable member would support. Now that the matter is out in the open, it should be
dealt with forthwith.
Mr POPE (Monbulk)-The matter I raise in the grievance debate relates to what
honourable members have just witnessed from the honourable member for Gippsland
West: I refer to what has been occurring over recent weeks in Parliament-the making of
unsubstantiated allegations and statements in this place and the other place that have been
proven to be incorrect.
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Since I came to this place in 1982, I have not witnessed such deplorable action as
honourable members have witnessed recently from members of the Opposition in this
Chamber and in the other place.
The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the honourable member for Monbulk that the grievance
debate does not provide him with an opportunity of raising matters about the other place.
The honourable member should confine his remarks to matters affecting this House or
matters of Government administration.

Mr POPE-I could raise a number of matters, but I shall refer to only four or five. It is
amazing that, earlier today, the Leader of the Opposition stated that the Government is
desperate. In the past few weeks, honourable members have witnessed a totally desperate
Opposition; an Opposition totally devoid of any policy. As the Premier stated this morning
during question time, the Opposition has no ideas, no policies and no substance.
The Opposition is going for one day wonders in the newspapers and on television by
using Parliamentary privilege. Members of the Opposition are jumping up in this House
and coming up with unsubstantiated claims, such as those just made by the honourable
member for Gippsland West, and throwing as much mud as they can within the confines
of this House using Parliamentary privilege.
The first matter to which I shall direct the attention of the House is now known around
the local government traps as "St Kildagate". All honourable members have heard the
various accusations made by the honourable member for Mornington about what occurred
at St Kilda. Since those allegations were made, we have learned from the Westpac Bank
that they were incorrect. However, the most worrying aspect about those allegations is
that the documents the honourable member used during the debate, and which he said
were in his possession, were stolen.
Mr Kennett-Whose fault is that?
Mr POPE-Since the documents were stolen, a police investigation has commenced. I
understand that two councillors and a former councillor of the City of St Kilda will be
questioned by the police, if that has not already occurred.
Mr Kennett-You cannot substantiate that.
Mr POPE-They are Crs Cooper and Barker and the former Cr Zouch. I understand
also that, if the honourable member who raised the matter has not yet been questioned,
he will be questioned at some stage.
One matter that is not in dispute in that investigation is that these documents were
stolen from St Kilda council. Those are the documents the honourable gentleman used to
try to substantiate his case but he fell flat on his face. He is a sloppy sleuth and that can be
said for many other honourable members in the Opposition. That sloppy sleuthing may
have been on purpose-I do not know his motives. However, he defamed officers of the
council and he is now under police investigation.
The matter is summed up in a press release given by the Mayor of the City of St Kilda,
Cr John Callahan. He is certainly not of my political flavour but I feel sympathy for him
because of the defamation by honourable members opposite ofSt Kilda. That press release
states:
The person or persons who removed documents would have been aware that these documents were incorrect,
as they were filed in front of the correct statements which indicated that the deposits were held in the name of
the City of St Kilda, and this had been done to allow council's auditors to verify that the bank error had been
corrected, i.e. the perpetrators knew that the information was incorrect.
The Mayor said, "I believe the incident will be known as 'St Kilda Gate' henceforth, and the implication will
be the same. Those people who sought to gain a political advantage from the theft and the utilisation of these
documents should meet the same fate as the people involved in "Watergate".
The Mayor said that the matter was presently under investigation by the police and the Local Government
Department, and he believes it will reveal the perpetrators of this unlawful act and may lead to the resignation
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or removal from the office of Opposition spokesman for local government, Mr Robin Cooper, and Cr Les Cooper
from the Council of the City ofSt Kilda, and, possibly, a direction from the Minister for Local Government in
the same terms.
The Mayor further said that, in the same way, the "Watergate" conspirators had found that their conspiracy
was turned on themselves, so too will St Kilda turn on the conspirators who sought to defame the council, council
staff, and the residents of the City ofSt Kilda.

Those are not my words. That is the press release issued by the Mayor of the City of St
Kilda. I know his wife is a member of the Liberal Party but I do not know his political
persuasion-I am certain he is not a member of the Australian Labor Party.
Not only has the honourable member for Mornington made unsubstantiated allegations
but he also is handling stolen goods.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr POPE-Can anyone dispute it? The second sloppy sleuth from the other side of the
House is the honourable member for Bennettswood. He made various unsubstantiated
allegations when dissertating about the Faggetter affair. When he tried to follow up those
allegations, he tripped. He mentioned in the House on 19 March that Mr Faggetter had
made a hasty trip to Sydney on 14 March to confer with Qantas at its headquarters about
a free trip.
Of course, honourable members are aware that Mr Faggetter was not in Sydney on 14
March, he was in Canberra. Mr Faggetter did not discuss the issue with Qantas as stated
by the honourable member for Bennettswood. That is another example of a member of
the Opposition being completely wrong. He received coverage in the press for a day about
Mr Faggetter flying to Sydney about his free ticket. The honourable member was wrong.
As recently as yesterday, the honourable member raised another matter to which I shall
refer later.
Honourable members have also witnessed the efforts of this mindless sloppy sleuth
today. We heard him on 19 March talk about the Public Works Department. Today we
heard that same mindless sloppy sleuth make the same unsubstantiated allegations without
presenting one piece of evidence. The cases mentioned by him were already in hand. That
was a very messy attempt by the man who is trying to beat the bloke who is the honourable
member for Burwood for leadership.
The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the honourable member for Monbulk that, although I
hesitate to interrupt his dissertation, if he is going to mention members of this House he
should do so in the correct manner, that is, either by saying, "the honourable member" or
the "honourable member for" whatever electorate.
Mr POPE-The honourable member for Hawthorn is keen to see himself on the front
bench after he displaces the honourable member for Burwood. I do not think it matters
who is there because they are equally incompetent.
Honourable members heard from the honourable member for Hawthorn who could not
match his public utterances with work in his electorate. When the honourable member
lost his former seat in Parliament he did not have the guts to stand again for the seat of
Geelong East so he stood for preselection and lost against Mr Saltmarsh, the former
honourable member for Wantirna. He then stood for preselection a~ainst the honourable
member for South Barwon and lost. He withdrew from preselechon in Geelong West
because he knew he could not knock off the member there.
That is the type of man who stands up and makes allegations that are one-day wonders
in the press. He cannot come forward with any policy. There is no policy on that side of
the House to bring forward. One would doubt that {lis leadership chances are very good
after his performance last week and today. He has still not brought forward any evidence
to substantiate his claims. He has thrown names around and goes fishing with requests
under the Freedom of Information Act. He comes up with nothing but matters that are
already in hand.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr POPE-I refer to Mr Birrell, an honourable member in another place, on a matter
he raised, outside the House.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-On a point of order, we all feel sorry for
the honourable member for Monbulk but you, Mr Speaker, gave a clear ruling that if he
referred to matters in another House that would be out of order. I ask you, Sir, to remind
the honourable member that he is on the verge of breaching your ruling. I would hate to
see him tip himself over a cliff.
Mr POPE (Monbulk)-On the point of order, when I referred to Mr Birrell and what
he raised, I was talking about what the honourable member said outside Parliament.
The SPEAKER-Order! There is no point of order.
Mr POPE-As I have only eight minutes' time left to address the House I shall speak
slowly so that the honourable member can understand. I shall try to help the honourable
member understand. I was talking about Mr Birrell in another place and his utterances
outside the House.
The SPEAKER-Order! I should advise the honourable member for Monbulk that he
needs to be particularly careful if he intends making allegations about members of
Parliament, whether they are of this or another House and whether those actions were
inside or outside the House. He can do those sorts of things only by moving a substantive
motion.
Mr POPE-Thank you, Mr Speaker, for your guidance. Mr Birrell said-Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-On a point of order, Mr Speaker, it seems
that the honourable member for Monbulk is either referring to prepared notes or to
copious private notes. Can he identify whether he is reading from a prepared script or
from copious notes?
The SPEAKER-Order! The Leader of the Opposition is not in order raising that
matter. I shall inquire of the honourable member for Monbulk as to whether he is reading
his speech or referring to notes or whatever.
Mr POPE (Monbulk)-Thank you, Mr Speaker. I have a few scant notes which I am
happy to make available to the Leader of the Opposition to read. He might understand
them then.
In the Age of 19 March, Mr Birrell is reported as having said that Mr Michael Black,
QC, should not have been appointed to the board of the Royal Melbourne Hospital
because he defended people who might have something to do with the Labor movement.
That is a terrible allegation about any Queen's Counsel, especially a leading Queen's
Counsel in Victoria who has nothing to do with the Australian Labor Party. Nevertheless,
Mr Birrell decided to make that allegation.
The coup de grace appeared on the front page of the Age this morning. The Leader of
the Opposition is still trying to make mileage about a matter he knows amounts to nothing.
The advice of the Crown Solicitor, ~fr Lambert, was also reported in the Age article, which
stated, in part:
Releasing Mr Lambert's advice last night, the Premier, Mr Cain, said the Opposition Leader, Mr Kennett, had
again "demonstrated an uncanny knack for getting important matters wrong".
Mr Lambert says in his advice that there was nothing in the material he had seen "which establishes that the
member for Richmond has a pecuniary interest in, or will derive a material advantage or benefit from, the
bargain or contract".

The same article reports the Premier as having said this about the Leader of the Opposition:
Bereft of policy and direction, he lunges for notoriety and pUblicity through calumny and extravagance...
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The Leader of the Opposition has continued in that mode today even after that article
appeared in the Age.
Members of the Government do not want to see the honourable member for Burwood
deposed as leader of the Liberal Party. The results of the Morgan gallup poll were released
on Wednesday this week and indicated that there was 36 per cent support for the Liberal
Party and only 28 per cent approval of the Leader of the Opposition. The Labor Party has
increased its approval rating since the March 1985 election by 3·5 per cent.
Although I mentioned that Parliament should be used for something better than making
wild allegations about people like those made by the Leader of the Opposition and others,
this practice certainly is not doing anything for the popularity of the Opposition or the
Leader of the Opposition. I draw the attention of honourable members to an article
published in the Bulletin of 18 March 1986. In part is states:
People surveyed were asked whether in their opinion the ability of Labor members of state parliament is very
good, good, fair, poor or very poor. Those surveyed were finally asked their opinion of the ability of Liberal
members of state parliament.

The result of the survey which asked for an opinion on the ability of Liberal and Labor
back-bench members of Parliament was that the Labor members were given a "good"
rating of 34 per cent, which is certainly higher than in a number of other States. The total
"good" rating for Liberal back-bench members was only 12 per cent. Obviously it is not
only the "28 per cent man" from Burwood who is in trouble; it would appear that all
members of the Opposition are in trouble.
One might ask why the Liberal Party got an approval rating of only 12 per cent. The
reason is that it has no substance, policies or direction. All members of the Opposition
can do is raise mindless and unsubstantiated allegations day in and day out. Unfortunately,
they have their one-day wonders printed in the press. The Victorian Liberal Party backbench members got the lowest rating of all States.
Victorian Liberal back-benchers have the lowest score by far. One glaring feature is that
they topped the poll in one area, namely poor performance. The Liberal back-benchers in
Victoria scored 30 per cent for poor performance, and topped every other State in Australia.
Well done Liberal back-benchers, keep it up!
One need not only direct attention to the latest polls, but one need only ask the public
what they think of the Leader of the Opposition and his colleagues. They are deemed to
be a joke and the only way they' can obtain any press coverage is by standing up in this
place under Parliamentary privIle~e and making mindless alle~ations from sloppy sleuths
who are absolutely wrong. If that IS the way they want to contInue, I am sure they will be
dealt with appropriately at the next election.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill)-In January this year I made public a number of
documents that revealed that the Public Service Board has lost track of 107 officers. These
were public servants on the unattached list. A public servant becomes unattached when
he or she is no longer assigned to a specific position. The public servant may be on leave
without pay, involved in duties not associated with a particular office or, as is increasingly
the case under the Cain Labor Government, removed for political reasons from the office
to which he or she was appointed and left in limbo with nothing to do.
The scandal of the lost 107 public servants lay not in the fact that they were unattached
but in the fact that the Public Service Board-the body charged with the responsibility of
the administration of Victoria's Public Service-had no idea where these missing public
servants were, what duties, if any, they were performing, whether they were being paid
from the public purse, and if so by which agency and how much, or whether they were on
leave without pay.
Some officers were entitled to salaries in excess of $60 000 per annum. However, the
Public Service Board had no record of whether they were being paid. Two officers from
the former Department of Employment and Industrial Affairs were each entitled to salaries
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of more than $50000 a year and had been unattached for more than two years. Another
officer had been unattached since 1976. The Public Service Board had no knowledge of
the whereabouts of those officers, what they were doing and who was paying them.
In January 1986 the most up-to-date information on the unattached public servant
position held by the Public Service Board was at that time three months old. On 8 January
1986 the record showed the position as at 11 October 1985. At that time 28 people on the
unattached list were in the $30 000 to $40 000 a year salary bracket, seven people were in
the $40000 to $50000 a year salary bracket and a further seven officers were in a salary
range of more than $50 000. The total annual rate of entitlement of those 107 unattached
officers was $3·2 million on 11 October 1985, although the Public Service Board did not
know that until January 1986.
The scandal that I exposed in January has been compounded. On 11 October 1985, 107
missing public servants were on the address unknown list. By 31 December 1985, the list
had increased to 127. The compounding of the scandal rests not in the increase of twenty
persons on the missing persons list, but in fact that, in the adding and subtracting of public
servants during that two and a half month period from mid-October to the end of December,
the Public Service Board discovered 37 unattached public servants who it had not
previously known about.
By checking the names of people listed as at 31 December against those listed on 11
October, I discovered that not only were there 37 people who had been unattached in
October without the Public Service Board knowing about it, but one of those persons had
been unattached since 1980 without the board knowing anything about it.
In December last year the Public Service Board found 30 people who had become
unattached in 1985 prior to October, but who had not been listed in that October printout.
The board discovered three people who had been unattached since 1984, two people who
had been unattached since 1983, one person unattached from 1981 and one person
unattached from 1980. Of these 37 people, fourteen are in the $20000 to $30000 a year
range, two people are in the $30 000 to $40 000 range and seven people are in the $40 000
to $50 000 a year range. How many more wandering public servants are out there that the
Public Service Board does not know about? How long have they been unattached? What
are they doing? Are they being paid by the Public Service or somebody else?
The Public Service Board, by its own admission, has no idea. The board advised me by
letter on 8 January 1986:
It is not possible to identify those unattached officers which are not currently in receipt of their salary.

The reason why the Public Service Board cannot provide this information is not for
reasons of secrecy or privacy, but because the board, which is responsible for the
administration and management of Victoria's Public Service, does not have any
information on salaries paid to public servants that they are meant to be supervising.
The gross inaccuracy of the unattached list that I have disclosed reveals administrative
incompetence of monumental proportions, not only in the Public Service Board, but also
in Government departments and agencies. In the same letter of 8 January, the Public
Service Board stated:
The source for the information is the board's PERSYST data base. The board relies on agencies to update
PERSYST so the information provided is only accurate and up to date as agencies supply.

At the end of my remarks I shall make all the relevant documents available to the House.
That extract from the Public Service Board letter of 8 January condemns both the board
and the departments and agencies of the Government and reveals the incompetence of the
Premier and his Ministers. The extract from the Public Service Board letter puts the
spotlight of censure on those departments and agencies from whence came the 37
unattached officers that the board did not know about in'October 1985. Those departments
and agencies are the Alpine Resort Commission, the Ministry for the Arts, the Ministry of
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Consumer Affairs, the Ministry of Education, Health Department Victoria, the Ministry
of Housing, the Ministry for Planning and Environment and Community Services.
Either those agencies and departments were incompetent and negligent in not providing
the Public Service Board with the information, or the board was negligent or incompetent
in not recording the information ifit was supplied to the board by those departments and
agencies. Most importantly, however, the Public Service Board must be censured for not
having a system that enables it to be informed about the Public Service for which it is
responsible.
Whatever the answer to the questions I have just asked may be, the plain fact is that the
administration of Victoria's Public Service is a mess. The Public Service Board and the
agencies and departments are all at fault-there can be no question of that-but the full
weight of condemnation must fall on the Cain Government, on the Premier and particularly
on the Ministers responsible for those departments I have named.
In an era where information retrieval requires only the touch of a button the lack of
information on what 127 unattached public servants are doing and whether or not they
are being paid is indefensible. The fact that the Public Service Board did not even know
in October 1985 that 37 public servants, some of them in a salary bracket of more than
$40000 a year, were unattached and indeed had been unattached for several years is a
scandal of major proportions.
The effect of my revelations in January this year was quite explosive. The Premier
carpeted the Public Service Board chairman and an officer was removed from his position.
The panic button was pushed in a desperate attempt to reconcile departmental records
with Public Service Boards records. The result of all this frantic activity was not, as had
been hoped by the Government, a solution to the problem; rather, it was confirmation
that what I revealed was true and that in fact I had discovered an administrative disaster
area. The situation was shown to be even worse than I had revealed previously.
The Cain Government's credibility as manager of the public sector in Victoria is now
in tatters. The citizens of Victoria are entitled to a detailed explanation from the
Government of its managerial incompetence. After all, the Cain Government has boasted
constantly of its achievements in the administration of a constantly expanding public
sector which is being paid for by the most highly taxed citizens of Australia. Some of those
boasts are absolute gems. In an electorate talk on 1 December 1985, the Premier said:
In a little over three and a half years we have completely changed the administration of Government in
Victoria by instituting a program of reform and modernization which sees the state better managed now than
ever before.

How did the Cain Government lose 127 public servants? A further gem came from this
reforming and administratively brilliant Premier on 2 March 1986 in an address to open,
of all things, a conference of the Australian Taxpayers Association. The Premier said to
the long-suffering taxpayers:
One ofthe great unsung stories of this Government has been the progressive administrative reforms and shakeups which have seen more accountable, efficient and effective government.

Certainly, one shake-up is known: the Premier sacked one employee of the Public Service
Board for the crime of supplying me with information available under the Freedom of
Information Act. So much for that! The boasts of the Premier and his Ministers have been
heard; the facts are known. Victorians are paying the taxes and, with the information I
have placed before the House today, are not getting much for their money.
Mr McNAMARA (Benalla)-I wish to raise two matters in the grievance debate
concerning the current management of the Victoria Police Force and the state of industrial
relations in Victoria.
I am concerned about the Police Force, following the comments of the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services to the House this morning in response to matters raised
by the Leader of the National Party. All Victorians are concerned about the Minister's
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management, or lack of management, and direction of the Police Force. The force has
been ·subject to the so-called 1 per cent productivity directive applied across the Public
Service. It is totally inappropriate that this requirement should be applied across the
board. Some Government departments obviously have a bit of fat to shed, but others are
extremely lean, and the Victoria Police Force is certainly in the latter category.
The Police Force has been promised many things by the Government, particularly prior
to the 1982 election when the Labor Party was in opposition. However, the Government
has not been generous by way of assistance.
The Neesham inquiry was instituted by the Government to examine the role, structure
and operation of the Police Force and its report i,dentified that the force i~ seriously
undermanned. Those comments have also been taken up by the Chief Commissioner of
Police.
I shall refresh the memories of honourable members by again referring to a letter dated
27 February 1986 from the Chief Commissioner of Police to the Secretary for the Ministry
for Police and Emergency Services, which I introduced into the House two weeks ago.
That document detailed various ways in which the Government's productivity gains could
be achieved. If those suggestions were carried out, the Police Force would lose 103 men
this year, and the problem would be exacerbated, and would involve a further 175 positions
next year. The chief commissioner stated:
Imposition of the arbitrary productivity factor means a reduction in personnel in an already seriously
undermanned Police Force. I express my concern at the consequential effects upon the work-force and the
inevitable public reaction. Therefore, these proposals are submitted as a last resort in accordance with the
direction from government.

The chief commissioner would be aware of what the Police Force requires. He has stated
that the force is seriously undermanned, but the Government persists with its demand to
reduce its effectiveness by cutting back funding by 1 per cent this year.
The Neesham report was presented to the Government less than twelve months ago
when the force was undermanned by 900 police. The Government decided not only that
it would not meet the need for 900 additional personnel but also that it would slice even
deeper into a seriously undermanned force. That thin blue line protecting the general
community is becoming thinner.
The productivity directive has been introduced during a period in which crime is on the
increase and appears to be getting into top gear. In the past twelve months Victoria has
experienced its highest rate of unsolved murders. Many country areas are experiencing
stock thefts; cattle duffing is becoming a local industry in north-eastern Victoria and
Gippsland.
More seriously, the more violent crimes are also on the increase-the armed robberies,
the rapes and the assaults. It is disappointin~ to see the response of the Government to
what all Victorians regard as a serious situatlon. I seek leave to incorporate in Hansard
some correspondence dated 6 March from the secretary for the Ministry for Police and
Emergency Services to the Chief Commissioner of Police. I have sought leave from the
Speaker and he has determined that that material is appropriate to be incorporated.

Leave 'was granted, and the correspondence was as follows:
The Chief Commissioner of Police
Productivity Improvement
I refer to your memorandum of 27th February, 1986, proposing action to offset the effects of the application of
a productivity improvement factor of 1 percent, in 1985/86 resulting in the deferral of the recruitment of 103
members. The Minister has noted that the action would involve the closure of 9 metropolitan and 17 country
Police Stations together with reductions in the establishments of various sections and the cessation of the
activities of several "special" squads. He has noted, also, that if a productivity factor of 1·5% is applied in 1986/
87, involving the non-filling of 175 positions, it will be proposed that a further programme of Station closures
and re-deployment be undertaken.
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As you know, I have convened a Working Party to consider the implications of productivity improvement
insofar as the Force is concerned and to identify whether there are gounds on which the Minister might make
representations to the Treasurer for the non-application ofthe formula to the Force. Your representatives on the
Working Party are Assistant Commission Anstee, Mr A. Allan and ChiefInspector B. Crimmins.
The proposal for closure of Stations, etc., was discussed at a meeting of the Working Party held on Friday last.
With the agreement of the Minister, I pointed out that it would be most desirable, if the Minister is to enter into
discussions with the Treasurer and, no doubt, the Priorities, Planning and Strategies sub-Committee of the
Cabinet about the implications of productivity improvement for the Force, to have available options for
"offsetting" providing alternatives to Station closures. What I had in mind was extended cessation or reduction
of sub-programs in program budget terms. I asked your representatives on the Working Party to provide
information as to the practicality of taking steps such as:
(I) Reduction in the numbers of members of the Protective Security Groups providing security in Courts of
superior jurisdiction which, no doubt, would require the Law Department to make alternative arrangements by
the contracting of security services and/or the employment of security personnel.
(2) Reduction in the number of members allocated to intersection control in the "Golden Mile" in the context
of an understanding that the intersections are now monitored by video camera by the Road Traffic Authority.
(3) Cessation of the activities of the Special Operations Group and replacement by a programme designed to
progressively provide at least a significant proportion of members ofthe Force with training in counter-terrorist,
siege and related situations.
(4) Cessation of the activities of other "special" squads with those activities being absorbed within the
Criminal Investigation Department.
I assume that other possibilities will occur to those examining the matter. The basic need is to enable the
Minister to canvass a range of options in the discussions to which I have referred and to demonstrate that, in
fact, all possible options have been considered. This need may be accentuated if falling revenues lead to an
increase in the projected productivity improvement factor in 1986/87 and beyond.
Perhaps we might discuss the matter at your convenience.
L. KING

Mr McNAMARA-1t is interesting to note that the Minister, who earlier gave a pretty
feeble response to a serious matter raised by the Leader of the National Party, may have
misled the House. The Speaker has since determined that the Minister did not do so
deliberately, but the evidence is clear that, although he may not have deliberately misled
the House, the facts as stated by him were not correct.

The Minister launched into one of his typical vaudevillian performances, but honourable
members should demand more from a Minister of the Crown than for him to go on with
the type of theatrical performance honourable members saw from him before lunch. This
is a serious matter; it is a matter of genuine concern to the whole Victorian community. It
is totally inappropriate that the Minister responsible for that serious area of public
administration treats it in such a frivolous manner.
The letter that I have had incorporated in Hansard is correspondence between the head
of the Minister's department and the chief commissioner. It was sent with the authorization
of the Minister-in fact, the secretary of the department in several paragraphs of the letter
refers to discussions the secretary has had with the Minister and consequently he is passing
those comments on to the chief commissioner.
The secretary refers to the chief commissioner's letter of 27 February, in which he
suggested, amongst other cuts, a number of station closures to meet the Government's
required 1 per cent productivity gain, and suggests other initiatives by which the police
could meet that requirement. In light of the recent events it is interesting to go through
some of the suggestions that have been made to the chief commissioner at the behest of
the Minister. The secretary makes four points concerning areas where cuts could occur to
ensure that the Police Force loses the 103 positions that have been identified by the
Department of Management and Budget as being necessary to be removed to meet that
productivity directive.
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The first suggestion is that there be a cut in the number of members of the police
protective security group, which provides security to courts of superior jurisdiction, to the
Law Department and in the area of private personnel security.
It would also be interesting to take in conjunction with that recommendation No. 3,
which suggests that the activities of the Special Operations Group be wound up. This
letter was sent on 6 March, some three weeks prior to the violent bomb blast that occurred
in Russell Street.

All Victorians were shocked and horrified to find that Victoria is now part of the world
affected by terrorism. It was an unfortunate event that occurred at Russell Street that day,
but it has brought home to all of us that we are not outside the world-wide trend of
terrorism. The Government's suggestion that Victoria be left without an anti-terrorist
squad is outrageous to all Victorians. I hope the Government identifies that it is completely
shelving plans to wind up that anti-terrorism squad because, although the bomb blast may
have awakened us from a stupor, it will probably not be the last such occurrence. The
Victorian community deserves the best protection possible.
It was most fortunate that several dozen people were not killed in that bomb blast. A
number of serious injuries were sustained but, fortunately, no one was killed. However,
the situation could have been much worse.
Although the winding up of the Special Operations Group might meet the demands of
the "tomato" left and honourable members such as Mrs Coxsedge, the honourable member
for Melbourne West, in another place, it is unfortunate that the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services has not totally distanced himself from those sorts of recommendations.
He has made no suggestion to the Chief Commissioner of Police to drop that proposal.
The Minister should immediately write to the Chief Commissioner of Police rebutting
the Commissioner'S letter of 6 March, which suggests that Victoria's anti-terrorist squad
should be wound up. All Victorians deserve better from the Government than the
implementation of that proposal.
Another proposal that has been put forward includes the removal of all police from
what is called the "golden mile" area of the city centre, which is the most heavily trafficked
area of the State. It is suggested that all police should be removed from that area and
replaced with video cameras from the Road Traffic Authority.
That is a strange suggestion because, during peak-hour periods, there is nothing more
effective than a policeman, wearing that white glove, sorting out the problems of congestion
and so on-those sorts of problems cannot be sorted out by video cameras. All sorts of
difficulties can arise, such as traffic lights not working, traffic jams and so on. I am sure it
would cheer all city motorists to know that the Government proposes to remove police
traffic officers from the city area.
Another intriguing proposal relates to the winding up of all the so-called special squads.
According to the police, that would include all the major special squads, such as the Fraud
Squad, which comprises members who have built up expertise in dealing with fraud.
These are not the ink and quill days; these are high-technology days, and there is a need
for people who understand computer fraud and the like to carry out those investigations.
The same level of achievement cannot be reached by winding up such a squad and putting
in place of those experts junior policemen who have been plucked from point duty and
asked to investigate computer fraud. That is a disgrace.
The Child Exploitation Unit received much publicity. I congratulate the honourable
member for Gippsland West for earlier today bringing to the attention of the House a
serious matter of concern. If that unit did not exist, the activities of the people about
whom the honourable member provided significant detail would continue their activities
without being prosecuted.
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The proposal also includes the winding down of the Water Police Squad, the Dog Squad
and the Livestock Squad. Other members of the National Party and I, with the support of
the Liberal Party, have raised the difficulties of the Livestock Squad on numerous occasions.
At present the squad comprises five officers who must attempt to handle the job properly
in this State. There is probably justification for employing 50 persons on that squad, but
the Governmenfs response to its staffing situation is totally to wind up its operations.
The Minister came into the House to answer some very serious accusations made by
the Leader of the National Party. Quite frankly, he played a game of semantics between
the words "recommendation" and "proposal"; he skated around along those lines for
some 20 minutes. I do not believe honourable members learnt anything from that exercise.
The stage has been passed where the Minister entertains the House. Many honourable
members regard those sorts of theatrical antics as a complete joke. Victoria needs a
Minister for Police and Emergency Services who is prepared to involve himself and back
the police. At present, this State has a Minister who is against police, not for them.
In many areas police have been screaming out for assistance. The Government's response
has been not only not to grant the extra powers the police want but also further to reduce
those powers. Mr Neesham clearly identified that the Police Force is seriously undermanned
to the extent that 900 extra staff are needed immediately. As the Leader of the National
Party has said they also need extra powers. I wish I had more time to deal with the other
matters I have listed.
In the area of extra powers, I refer honourable members to the chart I incorporated in
Hansard two weeks ago detailing the powers of police in this State compared with those
in other States. Victoria is the only State in Australia in which police do not have the
power to fingerprint people when they are arrested. Police in the United Kingdom and the
United States of America are able to fingerprint people who have been arrested.
A series of murders occurred in Murchison twenty years ago, which is situated on the
boundary of my electorate and the electorate of the Leader of the National Party.
Fortunately, the person responsible for those murders has now been convicted. I refer to
the murder of Gary Heywood and Abina Madill by Raymond Edmunds. I congratulate
the police on their tenacity in seeking to solve that crime for twenty years. The person
responsible was caught exposing himself in Albury a year or so ago. He was arrested and
fingerprinted by New South Wales police. The fingerprints were sent to the Victoria Police
and were matched with fingerprints that had been detected at the scene of the murders and
several violent rapes in and around Melbourne. That is how Raymond Edmunds came to
be arrested.
I do not want to go into details, but it appears that that person may have been able to
help with inquiries into other murders and rapes. If the Victoria Police had had the power
to fingerprint arrested suspects twenty years ago, the lives of people in this State could
have been saved because that same person had been arrested for several minor offences of
exposure some twenty years ago. The sooner police are given powers to enable them to
carry out their functions properly, the sooner Parliament will be doing the right thing by
the Victorian community.
As the Leader of the National Party has said, the current situation may suit the "tomato"
left of the Labor Party, but the Government has a wider responsibility to the total
community. The honourable member for Monbulk has alluded to the fact that members
of the Opposition and the National Party have been producing documents in the House.
He spoke about "Essendongate", watergate, and "policegate". The interesting point is that
Watergate was where the truth was exposed. That is exactly what members of the National
Party have been doing. We have been exposing the truth. The letter I have tabled today,
together with the letter tabled a fortnight ago and letters that have been produced by other
members of this Chamber on a wide range of matters expose the truth. Members of the
opposition parties are carrying out their proper functions.
Session 1986-35
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I am disgusted that the honourable member for Monbulk has suggested that when
matters of serious concern not only to Parliament but also to the Victorian public are
brought to our attention, honourable members should turn a blind eye to them. If we do
that as members of Parliament, we are not carrying out our functions properly.
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services should desist from being moved to
close police stations. I remind him that the other night the honourable member for
Portland, the Honourable Roger Hallam, who represents the Western Province in another
place, and I attended a meeting in the small town of Cavendish, which was attended by
more than 400 people. They moved a motion, which was passed unanimously, to oppose
any police station closures in Victoria. The sooner members of the Government wake up
to that fact the better their political future will be. I caution the Government to do all it
can to ensure that the Victorian public is protected by the adequate provision of police.
Dr COGHILL (Werribee)-I wish to comment on the social justice strategy of the
Government and refer particularly to the potential which that strategy has to address the
frequently expressed sense of isolation from Government and disadvantage felt by country
people.
The entire community should seize the opportunity provided by the strategy to address
the very real social and economic issues facing rural Victoria. The rural community should
capitalize on the extremely high levels of concern amongst city people who have expressed
sympathy for the problems being experienced by rural people.
I direct attention to a recent poll which shows that 71 per cent of city people acknowledge
that there is a rural crisis. That is important because the social justice strategy, with its
emphasis on the traditional Australian beliefin a fair go, is the ideal opportunity to address
fairness and equity in the provision of Government services and support to all sections of
the rural community.
We should all use the opportunity to develop long-term strategies which can genuinely
help rural Victorians to have the same quality of life as other Victorians. These strategies
must be long term if they are to be effective. They cannot be bandaid measures, and that
is a central issue confronting all Victorians. It is easy to suggest a range of bandaid
solutions but what is really needed is something that is going to be of help not only
tomorrow but also in years to come.
The social justice strategy will provide a framework for the considered examination of
problems which are brought to attention on the strength of any particular claim for support
or assistance when long-term solutions are needed.
The strategy will enable the reallocation of resources and the provision of services
according to the economic and social needs of country people so that country people are
given greater power and responsibility in decisions which are necessary to help their local
communities and are generally necessary to help their circumstance.
I refer to a poll which was published on 3 April in the Sun News-Pictorial because it
highlights the feelings throughout the community on the problems faced by country
communities, and farmers in particular.
While there has been a perception that Governments in general, and particularly city
people, do not have a sympathy and concern for rural people, that is not shown to be the
case in the poll information. Certainly there is a significant level of support for the view
that city people have that belief but it is far from being a universal belief on the part of
city people.
In order to illustrate that, I should like to point out that in the poll it said that people
living in the capital cities were often more convinced of the farmers' plight than country
people themselves. Approximately 58 per cent of people living in Australian capital cities
said farmers were worse off than other groups and 55 per cent of people living outside
capital cities said that farmers were worse off than other groups.
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It is interesting to note that city people were marginally more sympathetic than country
people in general. With regard to the perception of a rural crisis, 71 per cent of people in
the cities perceived such a crisis, while 76 per cent of people in the country recognized that
crisis. Obviously there is a greater understanding of the problems amongst people living
in the country, as one would expect.

However, with regard to a level of increased support that should be provided for country
people, 51 per cent of people in the city believed there should be increased support and 52
per cent in the country believed there should be increased support. These figures are very
similar and significant.
Collectively as a community we should use the evidence of widespread support and
concern from the metropolitan area as well as from country areas to support and address
those important and real social and economic issues which are affecting country areas.
That would give us an opportunity of developing long-term strategies to help rural
Victorians have the same quality oflife as other Victorians.
However, they must be long-term measures, they cannot be simple band-aids or shortterm measures and they must rely on a properly considered and researched assessment of
the concerns that country people have and the issues that affect country areas.
It is not sufficient, as often happens, to blame simply the Government of the day or,
particularly if it happens to be a Labor Government, to blame the Labor Government and
suggest that the solution to every problem is some across-the-board assistance, which will
be of greatest benefit to the large primary producers, in the belief that such assistance, such
subsidy, has some sort of trickle down effect that benefits the entire rural community.

Studies have shown that a trickle down benefit does not occur. What happens, particularly
with the larger producers and the more wealthy primary producers in the higher income
bracket, is that once their immediate day-to-day needs of food and shelter have been met,
they tend to spend their surplus income in the larger urban centres and in the cities rather
than in the local communities where it would be of greater benefit.
The trickle down effect exacerbates inequalities within the rural community rather than
overcomes them. Such benefits assist only some sections of the community, not the entire
community. Rural Victorians deserve and need far better treatment of their issues than
that sort of approach. This was recently articulated very well in an article in the Age, which
quoted Mrs Liz Chapman of the Benalla district. The article, dated 4 April 1986, said that
she and her husband were victims of the economic crisis currently facing rural Victoria;
and what she said was very significant:
When times are tough, ifs easy to scapegoat the unions or a political party. I don't think that's being realistic.
What we need is the full background so we can go ahead and make decisions.

That was a very important and carefully considered statement by Mrs Chapman and it is
all the more relevant when we have the situation, as exists in rural Victoria at the moment,
of producers being asset rich but income poor.
I quote, for example, some figures for the dairy industry in western Victoria where the
average net assets are about $320000 or $330000. That is a pretty high figure.
The important issue, and one with which I am sure all honourable members will agree,
is that these people are income poor. Some of them are in absolutely desperate
circumstances, despite their apparent wealth on the basis of their net asset holdings.
The loss of a cash income can be just as devastating to a primary producer as getting the
sack is to a factory worker and that is what ought to be considered by all of us, particularly
in the context of the development of the social justice strategy.
Everyone must recognize that Ministry-wide agricultural assistance programs fail to
give the greatest support to those in greatest need and we must also recognize that farmers
are only one part, an integral part, of the rural community.
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Certainly, the viability of farmers is critical to the well-being of towns but it is very
much a two-way thing. In many cases, farmers retire to their local town but beyond that,
farmers rely on their local towns for basic requisites of food, fuel, processing of their
produce, transport of their produce, schooling, health services, police services and for, of
course, cultural and recreational outlets. That is an undeniable fact with which farmers
agree. In that circumstance it is important to recognize that assistance to country areas
must be as much to the non-farming sector of rural community as it is to the farming
sector.
The social justice strategy now being developed by the Government offers the splendid
opportunity of ensuring that all Victorians get a fair go and that people like the Chapmans
can approach the future with some confidence and hope.
As most honourable members would know-although some would not acknowledge
it-the Labor Party has historically been the political voice in Victoria for those in the
community who are less well off, powerless, poor, disadvantaged and excluded. It is
interesting to hear the honourable member for Malvern, by interjection, pick up Katherine
West's terminology of the "new poor", and I shall refer to that in a moment.
Historically, the Labor Party has been the first political party in this State to recognize
that the concentration of services in urban areas has contributed to the exclusion of the
rural community from the benefits and services of the general community and to the
collapse of small towns. The broad objectives of the social justice strategy of the
Government relate to the specific needs of rural Victoria, as they do to all Victorians.
The first objective is to overcome unfairness and the unequal access to the resources
and power of our communities. That is of concern to all rural Victorians, regardless of
whether they be people who are unemployed, people whose children have been forced to
leave a town because of the lack of local opportunities-whether employment or
educational opportunities-or people who require domicilliary care services for the aged,
handicapped or people who are otherwise disabled. It is also of concern to women in rural
Victoria who wish to re-enter the work force or to retrain, following the rearing of their
children.
The second objective of the strategy is to guarantee legal, industrial and political rights.
That involves anti-discrimination policies and the guaranteeing of the rights of country
people so they have a real and effective role in the decisions and programs provided in
their communities.
The third objective is the expanded opportunities for genuine participation by all
Victorians in decisions which govern their lives. I should have thought this would have
been a great attraction to members of the National Party as it goes to the heart of the issue.
It gives back to communities the decision-making responsibilities which every community
and individual should have.
The challenge offered by the development of a social justice strategy is to reshape the
way society opertates so that social and economic resources, power and access, services
and rights to improve matters are available and a fairer and more equitable society is
created.
That is a challenge to rural Victoria especially because the very rationale for it goes back
to the fundamental values of Victorian and Australian society which have developed and
have been fostered in country areas. I refer to the concept of a fair go, the idea of mateship
and the idea of tolerance of other people's points of view, as well as an extremely healthy
scepticism of centres of power and authority and a rejection of privilege and hierarchical
structures. Those values have grown up because of the common adversity suffered by
people in country areas. They are the qualities which have made Australia and Australians
unique and they are qualities that Victorians can now build on to the benefit of all
Victorians.
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In that context, it is ironic that Katherine West, that self-appointed saviour of the new
poor and the rural poor, is denying those specific traditional Australian values in the
approach she has taken.
Mr B. J. Evans-I do not see why honourable members present should be the few who
must listen to this rubbish, Mr Acting Speaker; therefore, I draw your attention to the state
of the House.
A quorum was formed.
Dr COGHILL-In an article in Rydges in September 1985 a headline made reference
to Katherine West's solution, which was:
Abolish the dole, stomp the militants, kill the compromisers, save the family.

Leaving aside the inconsistency of proposing militancy to end militancy, the issues
confronting rural Victoria are too important to be treated in such a cavalier and
irresponsible way.
Constructive solutions must be found to the problems facing rural Victoria and these
can well be addressed through the social justice strategy, especially as it builds on the
important and effective values that have been developed in country Victoria and have
been adopted throughout Australia over the past century or so.
What we find is that the country community, through the common adversities it has
faced and the challenge of change it has also had to face from time to time, has developed
networks and interpersonal relationships that have helped adjustment during difficult
times.
An important example in recent times has been the development of the rural women's
movement in western Victoria. I was surprised to hear the honourable member for
Gippsland East earlier today rejecting this concept, which it was intended to extend
throughout Victoria by way of the rural women's network, because it is important to
capitalize on the skills and expertise of women in rural Victoria rather than to keep them
in the background, as the honourable member for Gippsland East would seem to want.
The richest resources available to rural Victoria are its people. They have a wealth of
experience in caring, sharing and contributing to decision making. The social justice
strategy is intended to be the vehicle to maintain, strengthen and rejuvenate those
community values that are at the very core of our heritage and especially so in rural
Victoria.
It provides us now with an opportunity to capitalize on that support and widespread
sympathy for the concerns and needs of the rural sector of Victoria and it is something to
which we should all contribute because it will allow the development oflong-term policies
for greater equity and fairness throughout rural Victoria.
It will also be a challenge to Government administration to develop programs for rural
Victoria, to refine existing programs and develop new ones that do not become hidebound
by institutionalized bureaucracy and take into account the needs and rights of participation
of the rural community.

The social justice strategy will be a challenge to the entire community to put into
practice our traditional values of a fair go for everyone. The rural community has provided
this vision historically and it is the rural community that will reap the benefit.
Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster)-My grievance relates to the crime explosion in the
metropolitan area. It is all very well for honourable members to laugh but I have in my
hand the crime victim survey for Victoria dated 8 April 1986. One could not get anything
more up to date than that. I find that 250 000 people living in Melbourne, mainly in the
more affluent eastern and bayside suburbs, have suffered the most degrading of all invasions
of their privacy-criminal victimization. I am informed that 150 000 people have been
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burgled, 10 000 people have been robbed in the streets, 25 000 people have had their cars
stolen and 100 000 people have been assaulted.
There has been a terrifying increase in the number of violent and serious crimes
committed in Melbourne and Sydney. Over the past 25 years there has been a staggering
250 per cent increase in the number of major crimes committed in Victoria, when the
population has grown by only 45 per cent.
In Victoria, well over 600 major crimes occur each day, mostly due to drugs, compared
with 170, 25 years ago, when a few, if any of these were drug related. The rate for home
burglary has risen in 25 years from less than 40 a day to 250 a day. There is now a major
crime committed in this State every 2 minutes as opposed to 1 every 8 minutes 25 years
ago.
Australia now outstrips the United States of America in the number of burglaries
committed per head of population. The burglary rate in America has barely risen in the
past decade and is 9 per 1000 of population whereas in Australia more than double that
number of burglaries occur-18 per 1000 population.
When it comes to murder, Australia is 6 per cent worse than Britain and 30 cent worse
than New Zealand. The incidence of rape has trebled. In Australia the number of rapes
committed is more than six times the rate in Britain, 30 per cent more than in Canada and
20 per cent more than in New Zealand.
The armed robbery rate has more than doubled. In Melbourne, house burglaries have
trebled over the past decade. In 1973 the Victoria Police recorded 763 drug-related crimes.
Today it is nearly 8000 a year. Mr Phil Bennett, former Commander (Crime) of the
Victoria Police Force, says there is no doubt that the large increases in crime are due
predominantly to the drug problem. As the drug cult has escalated, he says, so has the
need to resort to burglaries and crime to support the drug habit.
Some indication of the massive proportions of organized crime can be gained from the
United States of America. Organized crime in America now earns between $30 000 million
and $50 000 million-in American terms that is $30 billion to $50 billion-or half its
total crime income from trafficking in three narcotic drugs-cocaine, $10 000 million to
$15 000 million; and heroin and marijuana contribute about $10 000 million each.
On a population basis, organized crime in Australia could be reaping between $5000
million and $10 000 million a year up to half of it from the drug trade. There are 50 000
heroin addicts in this country and, according to Bureau of Crime Statistics, some could be
spending up to $10 000 a week. The median figure spent on hard drugs is $2000 a week.
Based on what Royal Commissioners have said, the heroin trade in this country is worth
$2000 million a year. There is no doubt in my mind from the surveys that between 500 000
and 750000 people smoke marijuana. Its sales could be worth between $500 million and
$1000 million a year. The use of cocaine has trebled in only two years.
World wide the drug trade is controlled by a score or so of criminal empires including
those of the Lucchese, Gambino and other Mafia families based ih the United States of
America and Italy, the Chinese triads, and most particularly section 14K operating out of
Hong Kong, the Japanese Yakuza, the Colombian cocaine ring and last, but by no means
least, the Hell's Angels and similar bikie gangs.
Between the American Mafia and the bikies there are 50 000 foot soldiers or motorized
soldiers, if one rides a motor cycle. They operate throughout the Western World, including
this country.
Back in 1981-82, the Federal police confiscated 8068 grams of heroin. A year later, in
1982-83, it confiscated 90 809 grams of heroin, an increase of 1025 per cent. In 1983-84,
the figure soared still higher to 111 832 grams. No doubt exists in my mind that someone
is financing and organizing this enormous drug trade, yet only between 5 and 10 per cent
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of the drugs are being confiscated because of weaknesses in the police and Customs
surveillance at the wharves where the drugs come into the country.
Approximately 130 000 ship containers come into the ports of Melbourne and Sydney
every year, yet only about 5 per cent of those containers are ever checked. Cocaine drugs
have been transported from Colombia to the Philippines-under the Marcos regimeand from there to Cairns and on to Victoria. It is hoped that the new regime in the
Philippines will put a stop to this drug trafficking. One can get cocaine anywhere in the
metropolitan area or in any city or town of any size in this State.
Six years ago a top-secret report on organized crime was made by the Victoria Police
Force. The report named crime bosses and the methods they used to keep their criminal
empires intact. The Bureau of Criminal Intelligence has on its computers the names of
more than 10 000 people who it believes have links with organized crime. According to
the bureau's sources, a number of well-known and respected businessmen and sporting
identities have their names listed on the computer. It is about time those names were
revealed through the National Crime Authority and other similar authorities.
I understand that the Victorian Chief Commissioner of Police, Mr Mick Miller, has
given top priority to a special Bureau of Criminal Intelligence task force to tackle organized
crime head on, but one needs enormous amounts of money for technology, surveillance
and electronic equipment to do this. The Police Force does not have the manpower nor
the facilities to cope with these awful criminals on their level. It is disturbing to hear that.
I have contacts in the underworld as well as in the Victoria Police Force and I am told
that drug financiers are often people of social standing who take great trouble not to be
associated with drug traders. The police maintain that some of Victoria's most influential
citizens are involved in the trafficking of hard drugs.
Mr Spyker-Name them!
Mr WILLIAMS-That is a terrible situation. It is a responsibility of the National
Crime Authority to name those people. I am pleased that the first report of the authority
was tabled in this place today.
The National Crime Authority is now investigating 162 major organized crimes. Some
of the major ones are as follows: drugs 22; tax evasion 21; fraud 19; and 16 currency
dealings, not only printing of forged notes but also sending $100 notes out of this coun try
by the cartload and banking them in Hong Kong and elsewhere before sending the laundered
currency back to this country as loans to finance corporate takeover bids.
The authority is also investigating fourteen major thefts; hijackings; and major crimes
like the $feat bookie robbery. The authority is no longer able to investigate that robbery
because It can investigate only crimes that are no older than three years.
It is also investigating 11 company crime offences; 9 cases of corruption of officials; 7
cases of illegal gambling; 6 cases of extortion; 5 cases of arms dealings; and 5 cases of vice.
The list goes on. The number of offences may sound small but honourable members
should bear in mind that these crimes could run into tens of millions of dollars and
represents some of the most awful threats against our society.
According to Mr Bennett, the community's well-being is being threatened by the excesses
of civil libertarian objections to questioning of suspects and bodily interference with them
to obtain fingerprints and so on.
There is no way that the normal Police Force could catch up with these drug, vice and
gambling bosses. As the honourable member for Benalla has pointed out, how on earth in
this modern world can the Victoria Police Force do its job when it has no right even to ask
a person in the street his or her name and address), or to record his or her activities on tape
or film. No wonder the Government has to offer )500000 rewards just to get information
to confirm their suspicions which otherwise will not stand up in court. That is the awful
aspect. The police can tell one who commits the crime but it is another matter to prove it
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in the court. Many of the criminals who kill and maim unsuspecting people walk the street
as responsible citizens because they know they cannot be caught.
Alone of any States, and British and American police forces, the Victoria Police Force
has no right to take fingerprints, photographs or search suspects. Victoria shares with
Queensland the ignominy of not being able to take blood samples or other specimens from
suspects. In the United States of America and Britain police can tap telephones, detain
suspects at length, demand names and addresses and conduct identity parades. No
Australian State exercises these powers, except in South Australia and Western Australia
where names and addresses can be demanded. It is an absurd situation.
My attention has been directed to research carried out by Dr Grant Wardlaw of the
Australian Institute of Criminology. His evidence is that many criminals use drugs and
that many drug users have committed crimes. He believes the involvement of drug users
in crime is extensive and varied and most crimes go unreported or unresolved. He points
out that drug users become more involved in crime after starting to use drugs and are
more involved than non-drug users.
Dr Wardlaw points out that although drug users are involved mostly in property crimes,
vice and selling drugs to other users, they become increasingly involved in crime against
the person where these are immediately lucrative-from petty theft to armed robbery. The
creatures who hang around brothels and other dens of iniquity are easy prey for their
customers and others to rob them.
What is the answer to the the drug trade? I do not believe it lies in the hoo-ha we have
heard recently from the State Premiers and the Prime Minister. Apparently they want to
spend $100 million on drug counselling, education and all the rest of it. The measures to
combat addict crime must be in proportion to the staggering billions of dollars it costs.
Law enforcement is welcome, but we must cure the problem.
The problem lies in our own society. While we refuse to observe the traditional social
values of honesty, integrity, compassion, regard for stable family relationships, social
justice and decent moral behaviour, we will have the drug problem. While the road to
wealth rests on tax evasion, insider speculation, sharp practice and corruption rather than
hard work and old-fashioned genuine risk-taking by old-time capitalists-tough as they
might have been on the workers, at least they were not drug traders-society must remain
in danger.
The patrician virtues of the old money capitalists have been replaced by hard-nosed
new money characters whose only god seems to be wealth and power attained through
takeovers, tax evasion, property, currency and share speculation and the financing of
drugs and other illegal ventures.
It is an indictment on Australian society that dishonesty and ruthlessness are rewarded
while loyalty and commitment to the welfare of others is said to be naive.

I am concerned about the alleged cures for those people who become addicted to drugs.
I have conducted extensive studies in this area and it is my belief that all the alleged
wonder cures have a minimal success rate. Therapeutic communities are suitable for less
than 10 per cent of drug users and are successful with less than half of that number. No.
Melbourne drug treatment centre has a success rate greater than 5 per cent.
Odyssey House, the biggest private recipient of Government funding, has yet to produce
the results that show any more than a minimal success rate. In New South Wales and
Victoria, millions of dollars, obtained through Odyssey House influential supporters both
inside and outside Parliament, have been spent on a relatively small number of drug users.
When compared with almost 50 000 drug addicts on the streets of Melbourne and Sydney,
its success rate is minimal.
The treatment offering the best cost-benefit return is methadone, a non-addictive heroin
substitute. Victoria treats only 120 people a year with methadone compared with 200 in
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Western Australia. New South Wales, with a minimum of 10000 heroin addicts, treats
approximately 800 people a year.
Since the drug summit and the Federal Government's drug initiatives, the Premier of
New South Wales, who is a shrewd gentleman, decided to quadruple his State's funding of
methadone treatment from $250 000 to $1 million a year.
I have great compassion for those victims of the drug trade and society should try to
cure them, but past attempts have only been bandaid treatment for those who have
condemned themselves to an awful future. Some of the financial resources spent on drug
rehabilitation ought to be diverted to the Police Force so that they can operate a better
surveillance and intelligence gathering operation to trap those people who finance and
organize this dreadful trade. No permanent cure can be obtained from the law enforcement
agencies or from spending money on rehabilitation programs or education and counselling
unless the community changes the unjust and materialistic society in which we live; a
society which is obsessed with a perceived need for instant personal gratification and a
disrespect for the rights of others.
The Labor Party assault on the drug problem is sheer hypocrisy while it ignores its own
platform dedicated to social and economic justice and reform.
Mrs TONER (Greensborough)-I wish to inform the House of the difficulties that the
Riding for the Disabled Association of Victoria has in obtaining funding from Government
sources. Honourable members probably read the wonderful article on pages I and 4 of
yesterday'S Sun in which a young former jockey, Ricky Thurgood, who was injured at
Caulfield some years ago, was pictured back in the saddle as a result of the work done by
this organization.
The object of the organization through its 40 working groups throughout Victoria is to
try to provide every disabled person with the opportunity of riding horses in the belief
that riding for the disabled, while it is recreational and thoroughly enjoyed by disabled
people, is essentially therapeutic in its purpose. That has been demonstrated by the many
disabled people who have moved along the road to recovery and life enjoyment as a result
of the endeavours of this group.
Over the past several months I have been seeking a source offunding for this organization.
Because of its unique nature, however, it seems to fall through the network of the various
departments that provide funding. An approach was made initially to the Department of
Sport and Recreation and, of course, the disabled should be entitled to sport and recreation
as anyone else. Nevertheless, because the RDA V was therapeutic in its purpose and
because that department funds specific projects which often are related to municipalities,
the organization did not fit into those funding arrangements. The organization is seeking
$26000 for an office from which to organize the Statewide activities of this group.
The second approach was made to Community Services Victoria. I had hoped that
Community Services Victoria would now service the community as I believe it was
intended, with the separation of corrections from that area of responsibility. Once again,
requests fell on deaf ears.
The Minister for Community Services wrote to the State secretary of the organization
saying that she appreciated the valuable work of the association and especially the
consequent benefits to people with disabilities who were assisted by the activities of the
organization, but because of the nature of the association's activities the Department of
Sport and Recreation was the most appropriate department with which to negotiate
possible funding sources for the association. The Minister referred a copy of the association's
correspondence to the Minister for Sport and Recreation. That presents a difficulty.
Mr Reynolds-Cruel and heartless!
Mrs TONER-I am not saying that this is cruel and heartless. It relates to Government
departments having difficulties sometimes in getting round the guidelines that seem to be

1018

ASSEMBLY

10 April 1986

Grievances

set in concrete. They are useful guidelines for most organizations but preclude the eligibility
of an organization such as this to receive funding. The approach to Community Services
Victoria did not work.
A third approach was made to the Health Department Victoria. That department has a
joint committee with Community Services Victoria. The advice was that the association's
application was not successful. The organization was back to square one again. In a letter
to me dated 28 February the State secretary of the association wrote:
We are extremely disappointed that none of the three departments of the Victorian Government are prepared
to take responsibility for our needs. Many valuable hours are put into submissions and it appears R.D.A. is
getting the 'run-around'.
Our funds are reaching a critical level, we may soon have to run the office on a voluntary basis.
We are constantly asked to provide more assistance for disabled people, especially children and expansion is
part of our objective but this is becoming more difficult as we cannot maintain our present commitments.
What course of action does R.D.A.V. have open to us now?

I replied by saying that I would raise the matter in Parliament at the earliest opportunity
as I have spent several months already going through the relevant departments without
success.
This is the earliest opportunity I have had of raising the matter in the House in an
endeavour to cut through red tape, although I am certain the Government intends to do
everything possible to assist the disabled. I know many people were moved by the Sun
newspaper article of 9 April about Ricky Thurgood and the endeavours of volunteers to
give him the opportunity of experiencin$ movement and being part of a normal world.
Ricky is one of 1000 people assisted in thIS way.
Two of the workers, Dianne Taylor and Gayle Culph, are voluntary workers for the
Ridin~ for the Disabled Association of Victoria. The article states:
It is a passion which has cost them dearly in emotional stress, time and money as the association is desperately
under-staffed and short of money.
But little rewards make it all worth while," Gayle said.

The photograph of Ricky Thurgood on horseback demonstrates the rewards and pleasure
Ricky and his parents have experienced from assistance given by the association.
I shall now outline some of the goals of the association and the benefits of horse riding.
The association has been operating since 1971. Its members believe horse riding is a
unique physical exercise which can therapeutically assist a wide range of disabled people.
Medical and educational research from around the world has measured the therapeutic
effect of this exercise and it is well documented that horse riding can help the emotionally
disturbed, significantly assist the development of the mildly intellectually disabled and
considerably aid posture, balance and muscle co-ordination of many physically
handicapped people.
The association is essentially voluntary, and each group is responsible for its own
funding. The costs vary from group to group mainly because of the number of horses or
ponies that have to be maintained. I have one child who is committed to horses, and I
know how much it costs a family to maintain a horse or a pony.
The groups collectively own 75 mounts with a further 150 horses or ponies being made
available through the good offices of pony clubs and individual voluntary helpers. The
association puts the cost of keeping a horse or pony at approximately $1250 a year, so that
the groups need to raise $100 000 a year.
Each group is also responsible for equipment such as saddles, safety helmets, mounting
ramps, horse floats and so on. The groups are linked in some way or other with a range of
special schools and institutions, and often provide a specific curriculum activity. In the
same way that swimming is provided for certain groups, some special schools have riding
tor the disabled on their curricula.
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The secretariat of the association co-ordinates group activities to provide the appropriate
services if a school or organization or individual discovers the value of horse riding for
the disabled. That contact point provides assistance with fundraising activities, such as
the sale of Christmas cards, and assists the State council which meets regularly to help
individual groups and prepares for the continuing development of new groups. The
association commenced in 1971.
Mr Reynolds-Then you should have fixed the problem!
Mrs TONER-The Labor Party has been in government for four years and has been
unable to overcome all the problems. The Liberal Party was in Government from before
1971 to early 1982 and had a much longer time to deal with the matter. I am giving the
House some idea of the difficulties one faces when one attempts to work through the
bureaucracy.
One thousand disabled people use this service on a regular basis. The secretariat depends
entirely for its funding on subscription from the groups, on donations from individuals; it
is dependent on trusts but it has to compete with other worth-while organizations for
monies from the trusts and in addition, as I mentioned earlier, it relies on the sales of such
items as Christmas cards.
The organization is run on a shoestring and it has kept its costs to a minimum by renting
a small office over a real estate agency in Camberwell, by using volunteers and by having
only two part-time staff. Overall its costs are in the region of $20 000 a year, which
honourable members will concede is very cheap when one considers the enormous pleasure
and assistance that is provided to so many people as a result of the activities of the
organization.
The submission to the Health and Disability Self Help Group's program seeks funding
which would assist in organizing the activities of this organization; operating costs and a
photocopier are needed. One can depend so much on volunteers, and the money provided
by them does not come from a bottomless pit. I raise this matter today in the hope that
some way will be found through the impasse and that this organization will receive the
funding It is seeking of approximately $26 000 through either the Health Department
Victoria or Community Services Victoria or a combination of the two.
Mr Reynolds interjected.
Mrs TONER-I shall not comment on other very valuable organizations which are
funded and which are alluded to by the honourable member for Gisborne, but I point out
that the amount sought by this group is a fleabite in the context of the Government's
Budget and in the light of the benefits provided by the group. I hope a solution to this
problem can be found.
This group may not meet the criteria that apply to 40 other clubs, but other organizations
that must fill the same bill received grants from the former Department of Community
Welfare Services. I am not sure whether this is still the case but the criteria can sometimes
be so tight that solutions cannot be found.
The Government, in the past four years, has been imaginative and supportive of
community endeavours and of the establishment of networks throughout the State. I
believe this organization meets the criterion of community development. It is certainly
part of a comprehensive network; it provides support for families of disabled people who
can only do so much. In the case of Ricky Thurgood, his family brought him a long way.
He was virtually written off as a vegetable by the medical profession but his family have
nursed him through and they are thrilled that he is able to enjoy the experiences that are
available to the rest of us.
I trust that the aims of the association in providing every disabled person with an
opportunity of participating in the therapeutic benefits of horse riding will be realized as a
result of this matter being raised by me today. Further, I thank the Sun for devoting its
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front page to this important story of the endeavours that people in our community make
to assist those who are less fortunate, who find movement a difficulty and who are being
encouraged by this wonderful organization.
Mr DICKINSON (South Barwon)-It has been a lon~ day, so my' remarks will be brief.
The first matter I raise is of concern to the Geelong regton. CouncIl amalgamations have
been the topic of discussion for many years. Governments of the past have sought to bring
about amalgamations of small municipalities; however, these sorts of moves fall on stony
ground, probably because the people are not sure of the benefits that may accrue from
such amalgamatIons.
It behoves the Minister for Local Government to examine closely and consider the
petitions that express the concerns of the people and the letters that have been sent to him
to demonstrate the concerns of municipalities such as Newtown, Geelong West, Geelong
and Queenscliff, to ensure that any benefits and cost savings will flow on to the people, the
ratepayers.
If those facts are provided to the community in full, people may accept the proposals
bein$ put forward. Most people are concerned about the high cost of Government overadmInistration, the cost of retrenching officers who may be retrenched at the end of long
careers with municipalities, and so on. Those costs need to be addressed.
The municipality of Corio is large, and it caters for some 50 000 ratepayers; the City of
Geelong has some 14000 ratepayers; and the Borough of Queenscliffhas some 3000. The
people of those areas treat their councils with great respect.
The City of South Barwon is pro-amalgamation because it is proud of the services it
provides to its ratepayers. At the same time, the Shire of Barrabool does not wish to be
swallowed up and lose its identity, because it covers a wide area, including urban and
coastal towns and the rural hinterland in the electorate I represent.
I trust the Minister for Local Government will listen closely to the deputations and
examine the submissions that have been made to him and that he will not deny the people
their rights to vote on these issues in a referendum; I trust the Government will then abide
by the results of that referendum and the wishes of the people.
I ask the Minister for Transport to give urgent consideration to rationalizing the road
crossings near schools. It has come to my attention that the Montpellier and Barwon
Heads primary schools have forwarded a lengthy submission to the Ministry of Education
seeking funding, but that submission has been referred to yet another Social Development
Committee. There is a need for rationalization because, in some instances in Geelong,
traffic lights are located at the same crossings where lollypop ladies or gentlemen are
working. Perhaps that is undue duplication and waste of Government funds.
I raise a final matter of concern with the Minister for Water Resources. I know he has
recently visited Geelong and attended the opening of and seen the work that has been
done on the Geelong-Barwon Downs water project. Unfortunately, I was unable to attend
the opening as I had a prior engagement; I was mixing with people in the electorate I
represent. I know the Minister has had a continuing interest in the Geelong water supply.
I direct to his attention a number of questions on the Notice Paper that remain
unanswered relating to the introduction of fluoride into the Geelong water supply. Adequate
evidence exists to suggest that both the Health Department Victoria and the Department
of Water Resources are in a position to put an officer to the task of answering the queries
that are of concern to many people.
The honourable member for Geelong has sought to make headlines by advising people
that they should install water tanks on their properties and thus avoid the difficulties they
might confront as a result of fluoridation.
There is nothin$ to be afraid of; the departments are able to address themselves to
supplying the publIc with the answers they seek.
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The Minister will appreciate that democratic rights are involved. The names of members
of the Geelong and District Water Board appeared on the ticket for "no fluoride" at the
last election without the consent of the Government. However, those men are not prepared
to sacrifice the salary or remuneration they are receiving-unfortunately-to prove to the
Minister how sincere they are in ensuring that Geelong's water supply is not fluoridated .
. I ask the Minister to consider the concerns of the community. It is a matter some people
would call an issue of civil rights. The main water supply in Victoria has been fluoridated
for some years, so perhaps it is time to review the legislation relating to fluoridation and
to answer the queries that people originally raised. Both the Liberal Party and Labor Party
were aware of the different points of view on this issue, but it does not excuse Parliament
from answering the questions. I know the Minister for Water Resources and the Minister
in another place representing him would be eager to supply those answers.
The Geelong City Council has written to the Minister for Local Government in recent
weeks concerning the acquisition of land for a new court house and police station. The
council is concerned about the loss of car parking spaces for many shoppers and workers
in the Geelong area. I urge the Minister to examine the submissions that have been made
to by the City of Geelong. Concerns have been expressed about the growing number of
developments taking place in the inner city area as shop assistants and other people
working in Geelong may be deprived of their free car parking spaces, which they have had
over many years. It would be a shame to curb the facilities in the inner city of Geelong
through lack of planning and foresight. I hope the City of Gee long will receive the attention
to its submission that it deserves. I raise it as a matter of utmost concern for the Minister.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! I call on the honourable member for
Geelong, but I inform him that he has only 1 minute.
Mr SHELL (Geelong)-In reference to car parking facilities in Geelong, which will be
affected by the Government's decision to build a new police complex, I point out that the
previous Administration neglected the problems confronted by the Police Force in Geelong.
The Government has decided to use the land known as the old Haymarket site which was
controlled by the Geelong City Council for more than 100 years. Over the past 40 years
the land has been used for car parking, although not I cent has been charged until recently.
During that time in the City of Geelong has not provided other car parking facilities.
Therefore, it is through lack of planning by the Geelong City Council that provision has
not been made for the growth of Geelong. The Government has made a considerable
improvement-The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! The honourable member's time has
expired.
The question was agreed to.

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

Since 1956 there have been twenty amending Bills to the National Parks Act passed
through the House. Of these, nineteen have passed through the Parliament, but the
twentieth-the Alpine National Parks Bill, and perhaps the most significant-is still
before the other House.
This present Bill has several purposes. Firstly, it amends the National Parks Act to
provide for seven new or substantially enlarged national and State parks. The objective in
introducing these amendments is to expand the system of parks and conservation reserves
to ensure that representative and ecologically viable samples of all Victoria's major natural
ecosystems are permanently protected.
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Previous Governments since 1956 have declared an area of 874000 hectares under the
National Parks Act, that is 3·8 per cent of Victoria.
Since this Government came to office in 1982, seven new parks have been declared, and
the area reserved is now 1·170 million hectares or 5·1 per cent of Victoria. One of these
parks-Wonnangatta-Moroka-had been legislated for under the Hamer Government.
A further 183000 hectares is to be added by this amending Bill, making a total of 1·351
million hectares or 5·9 per cent of Victoria.
When introducing the Land Conservation Bill in 1970, the then Minister for
Conservation, the Honourable Bill Borthwick, referred to the election policy of the Bolte
Government to have a full study made of public land in Victoria with the object of setting
aside substantial areas for national parks. The Government intended that use of land
should be determined after scientific study. Mr Borthwick, after referring to the need in
the pioneering period to turn the land to productive uses, stated:
Unfortunately, this philosophy persisted for far too long, the result being that we have an abundance ofland
for productive purposes, much of which is still not providing the productivity it could, but we have no examples
of many different kinds of land in an unimpaired state that land-use scientists could use as reference areas for
study. Furthermore, in whole regions there is an inadequacy of land for the preservation of plant and animal
communities, or even for open bushland recreation space for our rapidly increasing urban populations.

Mr Borthwick's view is the philosophy on which the Land Conservation Council has
acted, and on which the Bolte and Hamer Governments acted, and which underlies the
proposals in the Bill.
The new areas are based upon Land Conservation Council recommendations. Areas
which are included in the Bill are:
Mount Napier State Park-the creation of a new park of 2800 hectares. The area is a
geologically important volcanic complex in the Western District, including the Byaduk
Caves, which are the largest volcanic caves in Australia.
Mount Eccles National Park is enlarged from 400 hectares to 5470 hectares. The extended
park incorporates the existing Mount Eccles National Park, the Stones Wildlife Reserve
and purchased land. The park contains a number of important geological features not
found elsewhere in Australia-in fact, the Mount Eccles and Mount Napier parks together
contain the most extensive and diverse collection of volcanic features in south-eastern
Australia. It is also highly significant for protection of the tiger quoll and the yellow-bellied
glider.
Tarra-Bulga National Park, of 1230 hectares is located in South Gippsland. This park
incorporates Tarra Valley National Park, Bulga National Park and Crown lands. The
existing small parks are suffering from visitor pressure and are not ecologically viable. In
creating the larger park, it is planned to acquire connecting land.
Mitchell River National Park of 11 900 hectares is centred on the Mitchell River Gorge,
which provides some of Gippsland's most spectacular scenery. It is renowned for its
special floral and geological features, and attracts many visitors each year. It includes the
existing Glenaladale National Park, established in 1964 on land donated by APM Forests
Pty Ltd.
Important geological features of the Mitchell River Gorge are the spectacular sandstone
cliffs, excellent exposures of the Avon River group, and several fossil sites. The wellknown "Den ofNargun" is located in a tributary of the Mitchell.
The name "Mitchell River" is considered to be more appropriate than the name
"Glenaladale" used for the smaller park. Mitchell River is more descriptive of the district.
Avon Wilderness Park is of 40 000 hectares, I shall make further comment on this
wilderness area later in this speech.
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Two parks near Bendigo are Whipstick State Park of 2300 hectares and Kamarooka
State Park of6300 hectares. These parks are important and will protect remnants of native
vegetation in the Bendigo region, where there is little public land, compared to other
regions.
Secondly, the legislation provides for new parks to be declared at dates to be fixed by
proclamation of the Governor in Council.
Thirdly, it seeks substantially to declare the Cobberas-Tingaringy National Park, an
area which was approved by Parliament under the previous Government but which could
not be proclaimed because of mineral exploration commitments.
Fourthly, other major provisions to be included in the Bill will provide for the inclusion
of land in several existing national and State parks, the deletion of small areas from
Grampians National Park; the tenancy of the Mount Buffalo Chalet and operation of ski
lifts by a nominee company of the Victorian Tourism Commission; and the appointment
of two additional members to the National Parks Advisory Council.
The Mount Buffalo Chalet was built by the Public Works Department in 1910, and
operated by the Victorian Railways from 1924. It has now been transferred to the Victorian
Tourism Commission. The occupancy has never been formalized under the National
Parks Act.
A tenancy for the maximum allowable term of seven years is in the course of being
granted under section 19 (2) (b) of the National Parks Act to Victour Properties Pty Ltd, a
wholly owned subsidiary of the Victorian Tourism Commission. This arrangement is not
satisfactory to the tourist body, which wishes to borrow moneys to improve guest facilities,
and needs a lease period of twenty or so years to make the borrowing feasible to lenders.
The loans are required for structural improvements and refurbishment of the interior. It
is proposed to continue the operations more or less as at present, without drastic changes.
This Bill proposes to provide for a tenancy for up to twenty years.
The National Parks Advisory Council has seven members, representing the Conservation
Council of Victoria, the National Parks Association, local government, country interests,
the universities and the community generally, as well as the Director of National Parks.
When this council was established in 1975, only two State Parks were declared under the
National Parks Act-now there are 32.
Not only are there more parks but also a wider range of activities is carried on in the
parks. The two additional members will enable consideration to be given to appointments
from a correspondingly wider range of groups such as various types of park users, rural
interest and community organizations, and to cater for special needs such as facilities for
disabled people. I now wish to provide additional comments on some of the features of
this Bill.
COBBERAS-TINGARINGY NATIONAL PARK
I shall explain briefly the legislative history relating to this area, as it is rather complicated.
An existing Tingaringy National Park of 18 000 hectares was declared in 1979. In 1981 an
amending National Parks Act passed under the Hamer Government provided for inclusion
ofTingaringy in a Cobberas-Tingaringy National Park of 145 000 hectares. The decision
to declare this national park arose from the Land Conservation Council's recommendation
in 1979 that the park be established in an area where an exploration licence was already
held and exploration was already under way. The then Government introduced legislation
to create the park without resolving the mining issue. A Western Mining CorporationBP Joint venture had spent about $10 million on exploration for base metals in the area
since 1972-seven years before the Land Conservation Council proposed a park. The
mining companies had already discovered just outside the proposed park two significant
zinc-copper deposits. Because of an impasse in relation to the mining exploration, the
Cobberas-Tingaringy National Park was not proclaimed.
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This Government in 1983 announced its intention to resolve this impasse by providing
for a staged declaration of the park, and prepared some guidelines on exploration and
mining in proposed national parks. The Bill for the Alpine National Park encompasses
this area, but that Bill has not passed both Houses, and some further delay seems likely.
As an interim measure it is now proposed however to legislate the intent of the Hamer
Government by providing for a Cobberas-Tingaringy National Park, of 107000 hectares,
to be established from the date that this Bill comes into force. This will ensure the
protection of the area and proper management to national parks standards.
The areas defined with a high mineral potential in which the company wishes to continue
to explore remain unproclaimed at this stage.
Accordingly, this Bill legislates for a Cobberas-Tingaringy National Park of 107000
hectares replacing Tingaringy National Park. The 1981 legislation remains in place. If
proclaimed subsequent to this Bill, it would operate to establish the Cobberas-Tingaringy
National Park of 145000 hectares. The Alpine National Park legislation when passed and
in force will incorporate all of this land in the Alpine National Park, and replace all
reference to Cobberas or Tingaringy in the schedules to the National Parks Act. As I said
earlier, the process necessary for the declaration of this park has become rather complex.
AVON WILDERNESS
The concept of wilderness has received attention in Australia for many years, especially
since the early 1960s. The need to set aside areas because of their value as wilderness has
been recognized by some Australian States. For example, New South Wales has designated
a wilderness area abutting Tingaringy National Park.
The wilderness experience involves being in close contact with nature, an environment
unaltered by human intervention, the feeling of isolation, and of being exposed to the
challenge of the elements. In Victoria, the Big Desert wilderness of 113 500 hectares has
previously been declared under the National Parks Act.
The Avon Wilderness presents opportunities for solitude and for a range of challenging
activities. Because it will probably attract only the more hardy wilderness-user, it is likely
to retain the main elements of the appeal of wilderness.
Recreation activities such as hiking, rock-climbing, fishing, cross-country skiing, and
nature observation will be permitted within this area. Timber production, grazing, and
mining will be excluded, as would the use of firearms. Motorized vehicles, other than
those essential for management, would also be excluded.
FIRE PROTECTION
Wildfires, however caused, must be prevented from threatening life, property, and
natural resources in the State, and the measures necessary to control them must be taken
in a national park, or wilderness area as in any other area. Presuppression measures, such
as maintenance of fire-access tracks and protective burning, will be required, at least in
areas of strategic importance for fire control. A carefully designated and managed fireprevention program in the adjacent areas may reduce the requirement for such activities
in some areas of the wilderness as well as in parks. Prevention and suppression of fires will
remain the responsibility of the fire protection branch of the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands.
ECONOMIC FEATURES
When considering the declaration of new national or State parks, it is important to
consider any loss of economic productions. The proposed legislation has only a minor
effect on economic productions, confined to phasing out of grazing rights in certain areas.
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MANAGEMENT PLANS
Good quality management plans will be prepared for these new parks. The Department
of Conservation, Forests and Lands is now making a major effort in the preparation of
such plans for existing parks. The recent management plan for the Grampians National
Park is a fine example of this work.
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
With increased areas of land being reserved, there has been an increase in funding for
national parks purposes. Total expenditure in 1981-82 was $9·8 million, rising to $11·8
million in 1983-84 and an anticipated $13·3 million in 1985-86. The park access program
initiated by the Government has resulted in the provision of additional facilities in many
areas.
In conclusion, I indicate that, in the past, Parliament has acted to establish our national
parks in a bipartisan manner, reflecting the wide consensus of community values about
preserving our national heritage. Declaring land as parks does guarantee proper
management of the most important features of our national heritage. I commend the Bill
to the House.
On the motion ofMr PLOWMAN (Evelyn), the debate was adjourned.
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-I move:
That the debate be adjourned until Thursday, April 24.

Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-This is a substantial and detailed measure. I appreciate the
offer from the Deputy Premier that, if required, additional time will be made available. If
the Bill is adjourned for two weeks, the resumption of the debate will be due on the eve of
the short Parliamentary break, which would presumably provide another week.
In the bipartisan manner that the Minister for Education mentioned a number of times
during his speech, I ask that sets of maps ofthe parks be made available in the ParliamentarY.
Library. As Opposition spokesman on this matter, I would appreciate a set of maps If
possible. In the circumstances, the Opposition agrees to the adjournment of the debate for
two weeks.
Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)-I object to such a short adjournment as two weeks.
The effects of the Bill will be felt by many municipalities. It is hIghly unlikely that many
of the municipalities will have had time to consider the implications of the Bill in two
weeks. It could well be that between council meetings the Bill could be passed.
None of the values that are sought to be protected by the Bill can possibly change within
a month or even six months. There is no urgency about the Bill. I request that the Minister
give consideration to an adjournment of the debate for at least one month for the purpose
of allowing the Bill to lie over until the spring sessional period.
The people most affected by this measure are those who live in the vicinity of proposed
new national parks and extensions to existing national parks and they are entitled to know
what will happen to the land in that vicinity. Local municipalitles and communities
should be given the fullest opportunity of examining and discussing the Bill.
I can see no reason for rushing through this proposed legislation and I inform the
Minister here and now that I am not happy with an adjournment of two weeks because
more time is needed for full consideration by the community.
The motion was agreed to, and the debate was adjourned until Thursday, April 24.

CONTRACT CLEANING INDUSTRY (LONG SERVICE LEAVE)
BILL
Mr CRABB (Minister for Labour)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

The principle of portability of long service leave has now been established for some
considerable time. It was first introduced in 1975 for the building industry through the
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Building Industry Long Service Leave Act 1975. The Act was then extended to include
persons covered by the Construction and Maintenance Award in 1978, the shop fitting
industry in 1982 and then again in 1983 when the metal trades industry and the electrical
contracting industry were included within the construction industry long service leave
scheme provided under the Construction Industry Long Service Leave Act 1983.
A further extension was made last year to include the lift installation industry under the
construction industry scheme through the amendments made by the Construction Industry
Long Service Leave (Amendment) Act 1985.
Mr Ken Williams who is a Chairman of Conciliation and Arbitration Boards, conducted
an inquiry into long service leave problems and handed down an interim report in
December 1984 recommending that portability of long service leave be provided to the
contract cleaning industry. This industry is one which largely operates on a short-term
contract basis and employers tend to move through the industry fairly rapidly but the
majority of employees stay within the industry. Quite often, those employees complete
extensive periods of employment in the same premises, notwithstanding a change in
employers as contracts change.

It is quite obvious that this factor alone precludes people in many cases from being able
to gain long service leave even though the required period of employment has been served.
The purpose of the Bill is to establish a scheme for long service leave for employees in
the contract cleaning industry. The Bill as drafted largely follows the scheme and format
set down in the Construction Industry Long Service Leave Act, which has proved to be a
successful piece oflegislation in the administration of a portable long service leave scheme.
Working sub-contractors will be provided with the option of joining the scheme, which
again is in line with the construction industry.
The scheme, when established, will cover approximately 11 000 workers. It is also
proposed that the long service leave charge that the employer will be required to pay on
behalf of workers will be 2·5 per cent of wages. That figure is in line with the Williams
report. However, as set out in the Bill, that contribution rate will be reviewed at least every
three years under the Government actuarial investigation. It is also proposed that
continuous service in the industry will be recognized back to 1 January 1981. However,
employers will not be required to pay contributions from that date. Contributions will
commence from an appointed day, which will not be retrospective.
In summary, the major provisions of the Bill deal with the establishment of the Contract
Cleaning Industry Long Service Leave Board, which will have direct employer and
employee representation; the establishment of the Contract Cleaning Industry Long Service
Leave Fund and the board's investment powers; the registration of workers, employers
and working sub-contractors; the long service leave contributions required to be paid by
employers as well as working sub-contractors who have elected to contribute to the
scheme; and the long service entitlements. In this respect I refer honourable members to
Schedule Two to the Bill, which sets out these entitlements.
The remainder of the Bill deals with enforcement, legal proceedings and matters of
general administration.
Finally, I will say that this measure has the support of both the employers-through the
Association of Contract Cleaners of Australia-and the employees--through the Federated
Miscellaneous Workers Union-and I trust that it will receive the endorsement of this
Parliament.
I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr LEIGH (Malvern), the debate was adjourned.

It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, April 22.
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YOUTH AFFAIRS BILL
Mr CRABB (Minister for Labour)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

Within a month of coming to office in 1982 the Labor Government commenced a review
of youth policy and the administrative arrangements relating to youth affairs.
The review was thorough and involved all interested parties from Government, trade
unions, local government and community organizations.
As a result of this work, the Government has commenced its second term of office with
a stronger, better co-ordinated and more purposeful structure to implement its policies in
the youth area. The structure also has received widespread community support and brings
together all of the key players in the youth area.
A Youth Policy Development Council will oversee the co-ordination and development
of youth policy. It is made up of representatives from Government, community
organizations, local government and trade unions. One-third of its membership is under
26 years of age and it has a full-time chairperson, Mary Crooks.
The council will have direct access to the Minister and its own research budgets and will
be serviced by the Youth Affairs Division of the Department of Labour.
These changes not only increase the Victorian Government's capacity to develop and
implement policy affecting young people but also reflect more fundamental shifts in
attitude.
The new structure reflects a closer working relationship between Government and
community groups; a greater involvement of young people, including access to the policy
process, and a recognition that the needs of young people encompass health, education,
housing, transport, employment and income security-all policy areas, not just recreation
and leisure.
The Bill will shift the focus of youth affairs away from the narrow welfare-recreation
approach of keeping young people out of trouble and off the streets to a more positive and
comprehensive approach.
It acknowledges that the community as a whole must increase young people's skills and
their prospects of finding work in the primary labour market; it must give them a voice
and a greater say in decisions that affect their lives; it must ensure that the disadvantaged
and disillusioned have points of re-entry, personal supports and basic rights; and it must
ensure that all young people have the right to shelter, an income, legal protection and the
basic means to become responsible adults.

The Government views adolescence as the period in people's lives when they make the
transition from childhood to adulthood and learn to negotiate the complex institutional
structures of our society more independently. The Government's approach to youth policy
has been to place emphasis on young people being part of the community as a whole.
Although the need for special forms Of support and for information and access is recognized,
the Government wants to avoid those measures that isolate young people. It recognizes
the importance of youth culture and the untapped potential of young people's creative
abilities in the arts as well as in industry and community affairs. International Youth Year
demonstrated how widespread and under-utilized this potential is. But it would be wrong
to continue to refer to young people as a whole. Young people are not an homogeneous
group, they are part of the wider cultural, gender, class and geographic structures of society.
Without policies directed towards achieving greater equality and without affirmative
action programs for young women, young disabled people, recently arrived migrants,
young Aboriginals and other disadvantaged groups the worst aspects of social and economic
isolation will be perpetuated.
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This is the first time legislation specific to youth affairs has been designed in Victoria. It
reflects the increased commitment that has been made to youth affairs. The nature of the
legislation itself-its very spirit and purpose-now enables the Government to develop
and co-ordinate policies and programs that are progressive and responsive to the needs of
our young people.
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 Tuesday, April 22.

TAXATION (INTEREST ON OVERPAYMENTS) BILL
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

The Bill corrects an anomaly in State taxation legislation. It provides that, where it is
established through the normal objection and appeal procedures that an overpayment of
tax has been made, the taxpayer receiving the refund is entitled to receive interest.
At present State taxation Acts provide for penalty interest to be levied on late payments
of tax. There is no reciprocal provision enabling interest to be paid to the taxpayer where
an overpayment has arisen because of a successful appeal.
The initial rate of interest written into the Bill is the average yield to maturity of the
longest term Commonwealth bond sold in the most recent bond tender. The Bill sets up
machinery for the rate to be adjusted from time to time. It is proposed that such adjustments
should be made by reference to the same criterion by which the original rate has been
determined.
The Bill will enable the Government to give fair treatment to taxpayers who have
overpaid tax. I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion of Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, April 22.

FIRE AUTHORITIES (AMENDMENT) BILL (No. 2)
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

The Bill makes several amendments to the Country Fire Authority Act and the Metropolitan
Fire Brigades Act relating to the powers of the authority and the Metropolitan Fire
Brigades Board, and the reduction of fire risks in the country area of Victoria.
The Metropolitan Fire Brigades Board has developed a strategy plan aimed at
rationalizing the board's services in the metropolitan fire district. In particular, land is
being sought to enable the relocation of existing fire stations to more strategic sites.
Because of difficulties in obtaining sites for prices determined by the Valuer-General,
available powers of compulsory acquisition have been examined.
Although, a general power exists under the Land Act, it does not enable the compulsory
acquisition of land for the purposes of the board. Accordingly, the Bill grants the board
such a power and provides that compensation for land so acquired must be paid in
accordance with the Lands Compensation Act.
To maintain uniformity between the two fire brigade Acts, a similar power is granted to
the Country Fire Authority. Both the authority and the board have the power to raise
loans by the issue of debentures. The authority has sought to conduct its borrowing
program through the Victorian Public Authorities Finance Agency in order to attract a
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better interest rate. The Bill provides a Government guarantee for authority borrowings
which is a prerequisite to the agency acting on behalf of the authority. Again, in the
interests of uniformity, a similar guarantee is provided for the borrowings of the
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Board.
To reduce the amount of detail required to be dealt with at authority and board level,
the authority is to be empowered to delegate any of its powers to its officers. As the
President of the Metropolitan Fire Brigades Board may already exercise all of the powers
of the board, the power of delegation is also to be granted to the president.
All honourable members will be aware of the dangers of fire in the country area. Ignition
of long grass is high on the list of the primary causes of larger fires. The Bill will effect two
measures relating to the minimization of this risk.
Firstly, from 1 November 1986 all tractors and self-propelled vehicles and certain
construction vehicles must not be sold unless the vehicle is fitted with a spark arrester
which complies with the Australian standard for spark arresters AS 1019-1985. Also from
that date any spark arrester fitted to any of these vehicles must comply with that standard.
As is the situation now, the operators of these vehicles will continue to be required to
ensure that the spark arresters are maintained in proper working order to minimize the
risk of fire.
Secondly, a significant weapon against fire is the power of municipal fire prevention
officers to issue notices to landowners directing that fire hazards be removed from the
owners' land. Many such notices are issued each year in the country area and, although
effective, the issue of these notices represents a significant cost to the municipalities
concerned.
The Government is always willing to encourage municipalities to reduce the risk offire.
The Bill contributes in a small way by permitting the service of the fire hazard clearance
notices by ordinary post rather than by the more costly registered or certified service as at
present.
The final provision in the Bill empowers the Victorian Public Service Association to
nominate a representative to assist the Country Fire Authority Appeals Tribunal. Nominees
of the United Firefighters Union and the Country Fire Authority Employees Association
already assist the tribunal and the addition of a Victorian Public Service Association
nominee is in recognition of the increased association membership at the authority. I
commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr CROZIER (Portland), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Thursday, April 24.

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

Its purpose is to effect three unrelated amendments to the Alpine Resorts Act 1983. Firstly,
to remedy an unintended effect of an amendment to the Town and Country Planning Act
1961 which effectively reduced the role of the Alpine Resorts Commission as a responsible
authority in the administration of alpine resorts management plans: secondly, to clarify
rights of appeal for lessees of Crown land who are affected by proposals for improvement
of alpine resorts and, finally, to add 315 hectares to the Falls Creek alpine resorts as
recommended by the Land Conservation Council and approved by the Governor in
Council.
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MODIFICATION OF TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT
As honourable members may recall, an object of the Alpine Resorts Act is to make the
Alpine Resorts Commission the planning authority for those alpine resorts under its
management and control. To this end the Act imports, with appropriate modifications,
the provisions of the Town and Country Planning Act and Planning Appeals Board Act
1980 to apply to alpine resort management plans and interim resort management plans.
In December 1983 an amendment to the Town and Country Planning Act had the
unintended effect of reducing the role of the commission as a planning authority. The
amendment provides that the Minister for Planning and Environment should be the
permit issuing authority instead of the commission in relation to applications from
developers to use or develop land. This effectively creates two planning authorities, the
commission as the authority responsible for preparing management plans and the Minister
as the authority responsible for administering such plans.
The present Bill corrects the position by modifying the provisions of the Town and
Country Planning Act so as to bring the commission into line with the position of a
"responsible authority" in accordance with the requirements of that Act.
CLARIFICATION OF APPEAL RIGHTS
The Act presently provides that in circumstances where land is required by the
commission for the improvement of an alpine resort, in accordance with a condition of
the lease that the lease may be cancelled, appeals lie to the Minister against both the
cancellation of the lease as well as the requirement to remove buildings and improvements
from the land, that is, separate rights of appeal arise from what is basically the same set of
circumstances. This is likely to be cumbersome and expensive to administer; moreover,
inconsistent appeal decisions might result.
The purpose of the present Bill is to provide for a single right of appeal to the Minister
in circumstances where lease land is reasonably required by the commission for the
improvement of an alpine resort. The Minister will, at the appeal, determine both or either
matter.
ADDITION OF LAND TO FALLS CREEK
Finally, as honourable members are aware, under the prOVISIOns of the Land
Conservation Act 1970 the Land Conservation Council has the duty of carrying out
investigations and making recommendations to the Minister with respect to the use of
public lands. Where such a recommendation is made, the Governor in Council may give
notice of that recommendation to the relevant public authority which must give effect to
the recommendation.
In the course of January 1985 the Governor-in-Council gave notice to my colleague, the
Honourable I. Cathie MP, the then Minister for Industry, Commerce and Technology,
recommending that land located to the south and east of the Falls Creek Alpine Resort
totalling 315 hectares be added to the Falls Creek Alpine Resort.
The Bill honours the assurances give~ by my colleague to this House-during the debate
on the Alpine Resorts Bill-when he stated that the Government would only add land to
resorts or create new resorts by amendment to an Act of Parliament.
The Alpine Resorts Commission has made great strides in carrying out its charter since
its inception in March 1984 and in achieving the direction of the Government's economic
strategy. These amendments will further contribute to this progress and secure the
commission's central role in the planning, management, administration and control of
Victoria's alpine resorts. I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr LEIGH (Malvern), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, April 22.
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POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from March 20) on the motion of Mr Cathie (Minister for
Education) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Ms SIBREE (Kew)-This small Bill is a machinery measure to restore the right to the
Minister for Education to compulsorily acquire land for post-secondary educational
purposes. This arose as a result of changes in the legislative structure of education in 1980.
The Opposition supports the Bill and wishes it a speedy passage.
The Bill amends the Post-Secondary Education Act, an important Act in view of the
current expansion of educational opportunities in the post-secondary educational area
that the Government is using in an attempt to fulfil its promises made under the Youth
Guarantee Scheme, announced in the run-up to the 1985 elections. To date an extra 1500
places have been created, but that is a far cry from the 75000 places that Mr Kirby
indicated should be created across Australia by 1988.
The post-secondary educational area is an important area. It is ironic that the Minister
for Education is obtaining powers to acquire land for post-secondary purposes when the
Colleges of Advanced Education and the technical and further education colleges have
had that power for some time. Recently, the Chisholm Institute of Technology exercised
that power to acquire land in a strange way, which was brought to the attention of the
public by the recent Auditor-General's report. That report indicated that the Chisholm
Institute of Technology had spent several millions of dollars obtainin~ land that contained
a supermarket. Unfortunately, the institute had not checked whether It could use that land
with the buildings on it for the appropriate purposes.
The Minister has indicated that the Bill is about compulsory acquisition: nevertheless,
that episode illustrates the care that organizations must exercise in having those powers.
Recently, a report from the Economic Planning Advisory Council-EPAC---emphasized
the fact that in many cases, as it describes it, "taj mahals" have been built rather than
necessary places for post-secondary students. I do not entirely agree with the committee's
comment, but it highlights the fact that not just buildings-bricks and mortar-are needed
for post-secondary education; also required is flexibility in the provision of student services
in a multi-campus situation. Not necessarily the latest, most modem building is required
for the development of post-secondary education; its expansion can be enhanced greatly
by the use of telecommunications, video and technological equipment, and so on.
The SPEAKER-Order! I should advise the honourable member for Kew that, although
I am prepared to be a little lenient, as she is the lead speaker for the Opposition on .the
Bill, I believe she is now going well outside the ambit of the minor amendments to the Act
and I ask her to return to the contents of the Bill.
Ms SIBREE-Thank you for your indulgence, Mr Speaker. I hope the Minister, in
exercising his newly acquired powers of compulsory acquisition to expand post-secondary
facilities, will examine the options that are before him now and those that will come before
him for expanding that area of education without his necessarily using the powers that he
is to be given. I wish the Bill a speedy passage.
Mr HANN (Rodney)-The National Party supports the Bill. Basically, it restores to the
Minister for Education the powers of compulsory acquisition of purchase ofland for postsecondary education purposes. Presumably all honourable members have to accept part
of the blame for the loss of this power which occurred in the change to the legislation that
overlooked this requirement of the Minister for Education.
The National Party sought the views of various colleges throughout Victoria. There is
widespread general support for these powers being given back to the Minister. For example,
the Footscray College of Technical and Further Education has a direct interest in the
power of the Minister to compulsorily acquire land, as a major building project of the
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college involves several properties not already owned by the Ministry. As does the Footscray
college, the National Party wishes the Bill a speedy passage.
Mr LEA (Sandringham)-The Bill amends the Post-Secondary Education Act 1978 and
has other purposes. It gives the Minister for Education the power to compulsorily acquire
land. One should ask why after nearly five years of Labor Party Government the Minister
for Education wants to change the rule of acquisition relating to colleges of advanced
education, universities and technical and further education colleges.
The significant word is "compulsorily".The House should question the Minister on the
rights of private property owners to ensure that they are not disadvantaged by the power
being given to the Minister for Education and that any properties acquired compulsorily
are purchased at fair market prices.
I ask the Minister for Education whether he can provide the House with a guarantee
that a fair market price will be paid for properties and that private citizens will not be
disadvantaged by the power that he will assume.
The Opposition does not oppose the passage of the Bill but seeks that the power should
be used wisely and in the best interests of education and Victorians.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill)-I speak as one who was involved in the drafting of
the legislation which this Bill seeks to amend. I can inform the House that the previous
Government took a deliberate decision that the Minister should not have the power to
compulsorily acquire land under the Post-Secondary Education Act.
My colleagues have asked the Minister to explain why the Government has now decided
that it desperately needs this power when for so long it has not been part of the legislation
and especially, according to its claims, since post-secondary education is operating superbly.
If that is so, why is it necessary for the Government to change an arrangement that has
existed for some time?
I do not suggest that there is anything sinister in the proposed legislation. I raise the
matter and flag the point now because it is curious that the Government should have
decided after all this time that it is necessary to change the legislation to give the Minister
a power he previously did not have and which, according to its claims, has not prohibited
the Government from performing much better than the previous Liberal Government.
The Opposition will not obstruct the passage of the Bill because it takes the view that
the Government was elected to govern. It has now made a decision that it should have
this additional power. Once the Minister has provided the House with an appropriate
explanation, the Government should be allowed to govern in a much more efficient
manner than it has in the past.
If the Minister can explain why it is necessary to have this power conferred upon him,
the passage of the Bill will not be obstructed by the Opposition. However, if his explanation
is unsatisfactory, the Opposition may need to reconsider the matter.
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-I thank the honourable member for Kew and
the Deputy Leader of the National Party for their contributions. I am not sure about the
comments of the honourable members for Forest Hill and Sandringham. There is no dark
plot here. The power has always been with the Minister for Education of the day and
currently exists for schools and universities and previously existed for colleges. It was
simply a mistake made at the time-Mr Richardson-No, it was not a mistake. I have just told you it was deliberate.
Mr CATHIE-It appears not to have been considered at the time. I assure the honourable
member for Sandringham that the normal safeguards are already built in for land
monitoring, use of the Valuer-General's valuation and an appeal or conference to resolve
any difficulties arising from the valuation.
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On the matter of why the Government has introduced the proposed legislation now, I
inform the House that specific difficulties have been faced by certain colleges, and the Bill
is necessary to enable those issues to be addressed.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

LA TROBE UNIVERSITY (AMENDMENT) BILL
The 'debate (adjourned from March 20) on the motion of Mr Cathie (Minister for
Education) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr WHITING (Mildura)-The Bill amends the La Trobe University Act in relation to
a number of different issues which are important to the operation of the university. At the
outset I declare an interest, direct or indirect, in the proposed legislation, having been a
member of the council of that university since 1970.
I shall comment particularly on the contents of clause 8, which refers to a topical issue
that has been mentioned in this Chamber in the past day or two. The clause refers to a
member with a pecuniary interest speaking but not voting at meetings. There is a fair
amount of uncertainty among honourable members as to the matters on which a member
may speak and vote, and I hope there will be some clarification of that later. The Bill adds
a sub-section to the operative section of the Act. Section 19 provides:
No member of the Council shall be entitled to vote either in the Council or in any committee thereof on any
subject in which he has a direct pecuniary interest, and if any such member voted his votes shall be disallowed.

Recently, when changes were being made to the university staff superannuation facilities,
all those members with a direct pecuniary interest-as obviously staff have in
superannuation matters-had to leave the meeting room and return after the vote had
been taken. One purpose of the Bill is to add to section 19 a new sub-section in the
following terms:
(2) Although a member must not vote on a subject in which the member has a direct pecuniary interest, the
member may take part in a discussion of the subject at a meeting of the Council or any of its committees.

Once the Bill is passed it will enable those members of the university council to take part
in the debate on a matter before the meeting.
Mr Kirkwood-It is done, anyway.
Mr WHITING-Yes, that is right, but members will be legally entitled to stay, listen to
and take part in the debate, and then they must remove themselves while the vote is taken.
The Bill makes some improvement, but not to any great extent.
I realize that I must be careful because both the honourable member for Preston and the
honourable member for Sandringham are members of the La Trobe University Council
and they may make a contribution to the debate shortly.
There is some urgency with regard to clause 4 of the Bill, which relates to the eligibility
for membership of the convocation of the university. The clause includes a provision
which will allow for those people who have obtained a degree at another institution and
have then completed a diploma at the La Trobe University-the School of Education
naturally does have a Diploma of Education course at which many students do a second
degree to be members of convocation.
In the past the Act has allowed only for graduates or persons with a number of
qualifications other than diplomas to be members of the convocation. However, a provision
to include diplomates is now contained in the Bill.
The matter is of some urgency because the convocation elections are due to be held at
the end of June; therefore, nominations will be sought towards the end of May. If those
diplomates who are eligible for election to the convocation wish to be nominated, the

1034

ASSEMBLY

10 April 1986

La Trobe University (Amendment) Bill

proposed legislation will have to be in place before that time so that they can be legally
nominated.
The university has spent much time discussing student membership on the academic
board. To date, students have not been eligible for membership on the board. The general
feeling in the community is that, in this enlightened day and age, students should have a
place on the board. The amendment contained in clause 12 will enable that to occur.
The passage of the Bill has been pre-empted to some extent because students have
already been asked to attend some of the board meetings, as observers only.
Mr Maclellan-What a cheek!
Mr WHITING-The provision will enable students to become legitimate members of
the board; they will become permanent members and will be able to cast votes as they see
fit.
The Bill also makes provision for the acquisition by the La Trobe University ofland for
investment purposes. That is a departure from the present situation, because it enables
the university to acquire land-Mr Maclellan-The university does not have nearly enough land, does it?
Mr WHITING-I shall ignore interjections, Mr Speaker, because they will lead me
astray.
Mr Maclellan-It is unbelievable that the university should want more land.
Mr WHITING-When the Bill is passed, the university will be able to purchase land
for student accommodation, which the existing Act does not permit.
Clause 15 contains proposed section 33 (4), which reads:
(4) Despite section 3 (2), the University may with the consent of the Minister demise, sell, transfer, convey,
mortgage or otherwise dispose of any real property which in the opinion of the Council was acquired for
investment purposes.

It allows the university complete freedom to negotiate and, to some extent, deal in land
that has been purchased for investment purposes. It certainly provides more flexibility for
the administration of the university; it will assist in addressing some of the problems the
university now faces-and they are certainly large enough under the present circumstances.
Clause 16 contains proposed new section 37 (4), which will enable the council of the
univesity to bring into a common investment fund the whole or any part of a trust fund.
That has not been possible in the past, because the requirements of the trust deeds have
been such that they did not allow that to occur. It may be desirable to invest in a common
fund part or all of a trust fund to meet a particular situation that might arise in the future.
The other issue that concerned me was the provision relatin~ to La Trobe University
Housing Ltd, which is a body corporate set up to provide housIng for students. There is
need for a retrospective provision. Clause 17 seeks to insert proposed section 37B, which
states:
Without limiting section 37A the University has and is deemed always to have had power to establish and
conduct the corporation known as La Trobe University Housing Limited.

In discussing the matter with Mrs Patricia Clarke, the legal officer for La Trobe University,
I was informed there was no fear that the power may have been under challenge at any
time. It is simply a saving provision that is also included in the Deakin University Act
and possibly other Acts.
The provision has been included in the Bill to ensure that any challenge to the
establishment of La Trobe University Housing Ltd in future years will not occur to the
detriment of the university. The National Party supports the Bill, as it will improve
conditions at the university. Because of the large number of country students attending
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the university, the National Party hopes the La Trobe University will become one of the
best tertiary institutions in this State. The National Party supports the Bill.
Ms SIBREE (Kew)-The Opposition supports the Bill. I thank the honourable member
for Mildura for being brief in his remarks. He has pointed out the salient parts of the Bill.
I am a member of the council of the University of Melbourne. My interest is, therefore,
whether there is any conflict of interest between the two bodies.
The Bill is basically introducing retrospective provisions to bring the powers of La Trobe
University into line with the powers of other universities. I particularly comment on the
power that is being given to appoint students to the academic board. It is important that
students, being the users of the system, have as much input into the process of their
education as is possible. It is important that students are involved in the decision making
of the academic board.
Many honourable members do not realize that a considerable amount of politics arises
within the confines of a university and its student organizations. I suspect there is nearly
as much politics within a university as there is in this House from time to time! Students
play an active role in the politiclzation of the university. Obviously, if students are
excluded from the academic board it is difficult for them to have an input. Academic
boards are the fulcrum of decision making in universities, and that is where university
students should have a say. I welcome the improvement in student representation at
La Trobe University.
The other important provisions of the Bill are extending the capacity of the university
to participate in the operations of limited companies in Victoria. That capacity has been
given to other universities and post-secondary educational institutions. It gives the
university more scope to involve itself in research projects. That is one of the functions
under proposed section 37A.
In supporting this change I am reminded of remarks made by Adrienne Clarke recently
in her Janet Clarke Hall centenary lecture. Obviously, Professor Clarke is well known to
many people as one of Australia's developing scientists who has a keen interest in ensuring
that science and scientific research receive proper recognition.
In that lecture she remarked on the brain drain from Australia due mainly to not enough
emphasis bein~ put on the understanding of science and providing sufficient backup
research facilitIes to allow science to develop and contribute to the well-being of future
generations of Australians.
Professor Clarke commented on the need to have entrepreneurial approaches in the
development of scientific research. The major pay-off to investment in a broader education
would be a class of people more able to recognize and exploit commercial opportunities
in science. We could look forward to a better understanding of scientists and business
people, and a more effective commercialization of science. The development of a
bureaucracy with a better understanding of the requirements for executing excellent
scientific work is needed. We could look forward to fewer trip-wires ano a smoother
passage through the necessary bureaucratic processes.
By enabling the university to involve itself in outside companies with independent
commercial research-business orientated scientific research-some of the concerns that
Professor Clarke expressed could be partly but not fully overcome. In the Janet Clarke
Hall centenary address, Professor Clarke pointed out that at one stage an important
scientific project was held up because the particular scientist required a microwave oven
but, because of the red tape in the university, the microwave oven could not be installed
even though the university had the funds to purchase one. That was the last straw as far as
the scientist was concerned and that scientist is now working overseas.
It is important that action be taken to free up and make more flexible the funding and
entrepreneurial arrangements of universities, as I am sure the Minister, as a former
Minister for Industry, Commerce and Technology, would appreciate.
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Like the honourable member for Mildura, when I went through the Bill I was somewhat
intrigued at the reference ~o "Latrobe University Housing Limited". I am glad that the
honourable member has provided me with some answers on that matter, although the
Minister may wish to comment more on it. The Opposition wishes the Bill a speedy
passage.
Mr LEA (Sandringham)-I am pleased to support the Bill and I am proud to be a
member of the La Trobe University Council. After consultation with the vice chancellor
of the university, I can say that the Bill, which is largely machinery in nature, is fully
supported by the university.
The Bill deals with the membership of convocation. There has been some debate over
the years whether diplomates should be allowed to be members of convocation for voting
procedures, and this has been acceded to. In addition, the Bill will bring the university up
to date with other universities by allowing students to participate on the academic board.
The students at the university will be able to take a further interest in decision making
through that board.
The honourable member for Mildura referred to a torrid debate that occurred last year
over changes to superannuation for staff at the university. The Bill will allow staff members
with pecuniary interests to remain on the council while issues are debated. Obviously they
will not be able to vote, but they will be able to participate in debate.
The provision that allows the university to develop private enterprises and limited
companies will enable the university to fully profit from its potential to develop new ideas
and technology and will bring the university into line with the universities of Melbourne,
Monash and Deakin.
The major advantage is that the university will be able to project its practical ideas into
the real world and help to offset its running costs by providing real levels of income.
Other levels of financial investment treated in the Bill are the capacity of the university
to transfer, acquire or mortgage land for university purposes and, with Ministerial approval,
to seek improvements in its investment.
Another interesting one is the availability of interest on funds to be reinvested in the
common fund. I would expect that a kind of investment that would accrue interest and
keep on accruing interest in a type of bond situation would be excellent.
In conclusion, I should like to commend to the House the work that this young Australian
university is doing in Victoria and the real contribution it is making in the academic life
of Melbourne and the significant support and service it is giving to people in the northern
and western suburbs and to people from overseas and its major contributions to university
life in Australia. I commend the Bill to the House.
Mr KIRKWOOD (Preston)-As I am a member of the La Trobe University Council
and as, in my view, most of the areas have been canvassed and supported, I SImply say
that I support the Bill.

Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill}-As has been described previously, the Bill is
essentially a machinery Bill. It comes before the House at the request of the university
itself. There has been perceived to be a need to make some alterations to the existing Act
to enable the university to function more efficiently and effectively.
The Opposition supports those objectives and it will do all it can to assist the university.
I seem to be one of the few members of the House who does not have a direct involvement
with La Trobe University as a member of its council but I did have a direct involvement
with the university in its early days when, long before I entered Parliament, I was the chief
executive of a major library supply bookselling and publishing company and I take
considerable pride in the fact that it was my company that stocked the library of the La
Trobe University, in a large measure, in the early days of its establishment. I am pleased
to say that, although I no longer have any connection with the company, it is still active
in supplying the library of La Trobe University with its requirements.
The La Trobe University has a distinguished academic record. Despite the relative
youth of the university, it is an important part of the university fabric of our Victorian
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society. I certainly do not subscribe to any view suggesting that all wisdom resides within
universities, but it is certainly true to say that much wisdom resides within universities;
and the community that does not have a strong university level of education, academic
enterprise, discovery and exploration is unlikely to be able to succeed and survive in the
environment in which we live today.

La Trobe University is vibrant and thrusting and creative and has alr~ady earned
considerable distinction for itself, for its members, for its graduates and partIcularly for a
number of its academic staff. It has attracted, from overseas, visitors of high academic
distinction. It has sent overseas members of its own staff of equal distinction and it has
produced graduates and diplomates who can hold their heads high with graduates and
diplomates of any university in the world.
Honourable members can be proud of the university. It is small in comparison with
many other universities, but it is growing and doing so in a progressive and sensible way
which enables it to handle growth and development progressively. As the years go by, that
growth will continue and the distinction which the university already has had accredited
to it will grow commensurably with that.
Of particular importance in the Bill is the capacity of La Trobe University to engage in
the formation of corporations which enable the commercial marketing and development
of the initiatives which originate at that university. That development is consistent with
the capacity which exists in other universities and colleges of advanced education in
Victoria.
A great deal of research and development work carried out at Victoria's various
institutions-both universities and colleges of advanced education-is of immediate
application in the commercial world and it is necessary for La Trobe University to be able
to engage in commercial operations so it can participate in the establishment of corporations
to assist in the development and marketing of various products, processes and ideas which
emerge from that university.
In large measure, the proposed legislation is a housekeeping Bill which enables the
university to work more effectively and, for that reason, it has the support of the Opposition.
The Bill has my personal support, as does La Trobe University, a university of which all
Victorians can be intensely proud.
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)=-I thank the honourable members for Mildura,
Kew, Sandringham, Preston and Forest Hill for their support of the Bill. As honourable
members have indicated, the Bill comprises a number of unrelated amendments, but the
changes will allow for the smooth management of a great university. They will assist the
relationship of the university with the broader community and with the broader economic
and artistic development of life in Australia.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

ADJOURNMENT
Office staff for Caulfield High School-Railway investigation officers-Municipal ratesHousing rent and bond assistance scheme-Tramway Road, Morwell, level crossingSpecial education unit at Portland-Funding for school crossings in Glen WaverleyUncompleted educational facilities in Moorabbin-Early retirement superannuation
payments for teachers
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-I move:
That the House do now adjourn.

Mr TANNER (Caulfield)-I direct a matter to the attention of the Minister for Education
on behalf of the school council of the Caulfield High School, which has expressed to me
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its earnest concern about provisions determining the availability of clerical staff in the
general office area of schools where the student enrolment is below 500.
The Minister for Education may be aware that Caulfield High School has 394 students.
As a result, its general office area is entitled to a full-time bursar but is entitled to a typist
for only 15 hours a week. As the secretary of the school has pointed out to me, a school
with a small student enrolment still has a great deal of general office work to complete.
Caulfield High School is finding it difficult to operate at its optimum under the present
conditions.
Mr Fry, the Secretary of the Caulfield High School Council, informed me in a letter:
Bursars and clerical staff in schools like ours are ridiculously overloaded. Their conditions of work are
impossible.

The Minister for Education would be aware that over the years many sterling efforts have
been made by the Ministry of Education and the school council at the Caulfield High
School to improve the quality of education available at that school.
I ask the Minister to bear in mind the earnest concern of the council about the availability
of a typist for only 15 hours a week. Mr Fry informed me that the council has corresponded
both with the Minister and the then Director-General of the Education Department but,
unfortunately, the replies received were, as he described, "bland".
Could the Minister for Education re-examine the situation and give sympathetic
consideration to the provision of a full-time typist at the Caulfield High School?
Mr GAVIN (Coburg)-I raise for the attention of the Minister for Transport a matter
concerning a number of allegations and complaints about railway investigation officers.
As the Minister would be aware, a Sunday newspaper early this year ran a series of articles
detailing complaints about railway investigation officers. None of these allegations or
complaints were taken up by the three major daily newspapers of this State. However, the
allegations were repeated today in the grievance debate by the honourable member for
Gippsland West and they were repeated ad nauseam in the politics of smear and sneer.
These allegations by the Sunday Press and by the honourable member for Gippsland
West maligned all railway investigation officers, regardless of who they wanted to hurt,
obviously hoping that the mud would stick with someone.
Some of these allegations refer to events that occurred in 1981 when the honourable
member for Berwick was Minister of Transport. I should be interested to know whether
that former Minister was aware of the allegations and whether he acted upon them. I
should also be interested to know whether the present Minister for Transport has organized
any investigations into these allegations and whether he or his department have taken any
action on the allegations in recent months or years. I also ask whether the Minister
proposes to take action in the future.
These allegations are serious. Although the more responsible press in the State has made
no mention of them, because they have been aired in the House the Minister should make
a statement indicating what he has done and what he proposes to do.
Mrs TONER (Greensborough)-I remind you, Mr Speaker, and all honourable members
that 10 April is the deadline for the payment of municipal rates. I address my remarks to
the Minister for Local Government. It is a matter of concern to all people in Victoria who
have been warned to pay municipal rates by that date. Most councils have given residents
ample time to pay before the deadline, which is irreversible, but I understand that some
councils have not notified the ratepayers of the rate that has been struck on their properties
and other councils have not struck their rates.
It is generally accepted that most councils strike their rates by 10 December each year
and rate notices are forwarded to residents shortly after that date. Residents then have
time to organize payment of those rates by 10 April. '
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I ask the Minister what can be done for ratepayers who are unable to meet this deadline
for reasons that may be out of their control. Sometimes a council cannot reach consensus
about the rate to be struck or uncertainty may exist about proposed developments or there
may be problems with municipal finances. Some councils may lack the management
capacity that this Government hopes restructure of local government will bring to all
municipalities throughout Victoria.
The following is the list of councils which, for some reason, struck their rates after 10
December 1985:
Shire of Belfast
Shire of Maldon
Town ofStawell
Shire of Swan Hill
Shire of Tungamah
Shire ofWarrnambool
Shire ofWalpeup
Shire of Euroa
Town ofSt Arnaud
Shire of Winch elsea
Shire of Donald
Shire of Kyneton
Shire ofOtway
City of Echuca
Shire of Charlton
Shire of Rutherglen
Shire of Wannon
Shire of Minhamite
Shire of Broadford
Shire of Waranga
Shire of Kowree
The Shire of Kowree finally struck its rate on 3 March 1986 and, so far as I am aware, it
has not yet sent out its rate notices. That makes it very difficult for ratepayers to plan their
budgets. The municipality is, therefore, in the situation of having to borrow money and
that makes it rather difficult to assist the centres in the municipality.
In addition to the above list, it is my understanding that a further 55 councils which
struck their rates before 10 December failed to despatch rate notices before the end of the
1985 calendar year.
The Birchip, Colac, Kerang, Leigh and Yea councils struck their rates before 10
December, but they have been very tardy in giving that information to their ratepayers
because the notices were not sent out until 3 January 1986, although the rates were struck
in plenty of time to send them out before the end of the 1985 calendar year. The
municipalities of Lowan and Omeo did not send out rate notices until 4 April, despite the
fact that they had plenty of time to set rates prior to that. On 21 March 1986 the
municipalities of Beechworth, Daylesford and Glenlyon sent out their rate notices. The
municipality of Queenscliffe sent them out on 17 March.
I shall be waiting with interest to hear from the Minister for Local Government why
this delay occurred, the effect on the ratepayers and on the over-all management of the
municipalities, and whether some restructure of local government would provide better
management in future so that ratepayers are assisted to manage their funds.
If municipalities cannot deliver rate notices to their ratepayers in time, how are they
going to provide the services that one expects from local government?
Mr RAMSA Y (Balwyn)-I wished to raise a matter with the Minister for Housing who
I hoped would discuss it with the Minister for Consumer Affairs. In the absence of both
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those Ministers, perhaps the Minister for Education can educate his colleagues about a
very serious matter of injustice in the Ministry of Housing relating to the housing rent and
bond assistance scheme.
On 22 August last year a landlord made available premises for letting as a residence on
the strength of a $700 bond provided on behalf of a single parent and her associate by
Maroondah Accommodation Service. Under the arrangements in the documentation
provided by the service, which is a Government funded service, the landlord provided
accommodation, signed the necessary forms and gave an undertaking, in the event of
tenancy being completed, to return the bond money to the Maroondah Accommodation
Service.
On 25 September-some five week later-it was discovered that the tenants had vacated
the premises, leaving them in very poor condition. No forwarding address had been given.
In consultation with the Maroondah Accommodation Service, the landlord spent the
bond money which had been provided to restore the premises and to arrange for their
reletting. He returned the balance of the bond money to the Maroondah Accommodation
Service and everything seemed to be in order, until, on 14 October 1985, the landlord
received a letter from the Complaints and Claims Division of the Ministry of Consumer
Affairs demanding that the bond money that had already been spent by the Maroondah
Accommodation Service be returned to the former tenant who at this stage had reappeared
demanding that the bond money be returned to her.
Following this discussion the Residential Tenancies Tribunal ordered that the sum of
$317 should be paid by the landlord to the former tenant, in spite of the fact that the
arrangement had been completely finalized with the Maroondah Accommodation Service.
That was done on the ground that the landlord was in breach of the Residential Tenancies
Act. The Maroondah Accommodation Service and the Ministry of Housing were, in effect,
in breach of the Residential Tenancies Act, which requires that bond moneys can be
refunded only to the tenant concerned, despite the fact that documents had been signed
by the Maroondah Accommodation Service and the tenant in this case.
If the Ministry of Housing will tolerate this sort of nonsense when an accommodation
service is working in good faith and in conjunction with landlords to make premises
available for persons who are in needy circumstances and who require the support of the
housing rent and bond assistance scheme and a landlord is taken to the tribunal and forced
to pay twice, where is the justice? In theory, that $317 which was paid to the tenant should
be refunded to the Maroondah Accommodation Service and returned to the landlord.
Honourable members should understand that that money was paid to the tenant six weeks
ago and she has since disappeared never to be seen again.

I ask the Ministers concerned to rectify the situation as a matter of urgency and to
remove this blot on the escutcheon of that particular landlord, who at all times has acted
in good faith, and to recognize the way in which the Residential Tenancies Act is working
at present which is far from satisfactory. The amendments to the Act that are currently
before another place will only make the matter worse.
Miss CALLISTER (Morwell)-I direct to the attention of the Minister for Transport
the installation of boom barriers at a level crossing on Tramway Road, which is just east
of Morwell. The Minister for Transport would be familiar with this area because he has
visited the Morwell electorate on numerous occasions. So far as I can recall, he is the only
Minister who has travelled on the train fronl Melbourne to Orbost to inspect the various
installations along the way. I am sure he observed the need for the boom barriers at this
particular level crossing when he visited the area.
The level crossing to which I refer is just beyond mid valley which, as I said, is east of
the main centre of Morwell. The level crossing has been the centre of attention over recent
years because of some tragic and notorious accidents that have occurred there. As a
consequence of those accidents, strong pressure has been brought to bear on this issue by
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(Bills are listed alphabetically under "Bills" and questions on notice/or the Legislative
Assembly are listed in numerical sequence at end a/the Index)

A
Abalone Divers-Licences, q 975.
Abattoirs-Industrial dispute at Seymour, q 1922.
Administrative Arrangements Orders-Nos 41 and 42,
456. No. 43,879. No. 44, 1927.
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department of-Assistance for Mallee wheat farmers, q 26. Regional veterinary laboratory at Bairnsdale, 354, 356.
Commonwealth rural adjustment scheme, q 452,
q 1273. Report of Professor Lloyd, q 972.
Alcohol-Advertising, 55, 58. Labelling of corl'tent on
containers, 236, 240. Consumption, q 1568. (Sec
also "Liquor Control Commission".)
Amusement Machines-Control, 963, 968.
Andrianopoulos, Mr Alex (St Albans)
Education-Proposed Western Institute, q 1063.
Keilor-City council, q 533.
Labour, Department of-Youth employment, q 65.
St Kilda-City council, q 533.
Sunshine-City council, q 533.
Animals-Experimentation, 33. Drug safety evaluation centre, 618. Registration of cats, 975. Victorian Animal Aid Trust, 1166.
Apprentices-At Wangaratta College ofT AFE, 54, 59.
WorkCare indemnity, q 452. Decrease in numbers, q 1179. Plumbing and gasfitting, 1640, 1644.
Arts, The-Film industry, q 1922.

Association of Draughting, Supervisory and Technical
Employees (See "Unions".)
Auditor-General-Report for 1984-85, 539.
Austin, Mr T. L. (Ripon)
Abattoirs-Industrial dispute at Seymour, q 1922.
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department ofCommonwealth rural adjustment scheme, q 452.
Australasian Meat Industry Employees UnionAbattoir dispute at Seymour, q 1922.
Deaths=Sir Henry Winneke, 6. D. K. McKellar,
Esq., 13.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill, 918.
Electoral-Nunawading Province by-election,
q 1661.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 674.
Margarine (Amendment) Bill, 1813.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2), 377.
Police Department-Nunawading Province byelection, q 1661. Closure of one-man stations,
q 1665. Marnoo police station, 1785.
Pollution of Waters by Oil and Noxious Substances
Bill,926.
Supply (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 1457, 1467.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1457,
1467.
Australian Bicentennial Authority-Proposed celebrations, q 68, q 452.
Australian Broadcasting Tribunal-Alcohol and
tobacco advertising, 55, 58.
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INDEX

Australian Greek Media Co-operative Ltd-Funding:
by Ethnic Affairs Commission, q 873; by Department of Labour, q 874~ Community Employment
Program grant, q 1272. Membership, q 874, q 876,
1081.
Australian Labor Party-Lalor Central branch, 2076.
Australian Railways Union (See ··Unions".)
Aviation-Proposed national' museum for Victoria,
159.
.

B
Beach, Janine, Memorial Drug Centre, 1346, 1351,
, 2076, 2081.
BicyCles-Cyclists' safety helmets, q 1567.
Bills-Correction of year in titles, 39. Cognate debate,
1454.
BiIlsAccident Compensation \(Amendinent) Bill-Intro, duction and first rea.di'ng, 1180; second' reading,
1301,2025; declared an urgent Bill, 2025; remaining stages, 2038.
'Administrative Law (University Visitor) Bill-Second
reading, 321; remaining stages, 322.
Adoption (Amendment) Bill-Second reading, 317;
remaining stages, 320.
Alpine Resorts (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and
fir~i reading, 879; second reading, 1029, 1690;
Committee. 1709; remaining stages, 1718.
Amusement Machines Bill-Introduction and first
reading. 1298.
A.nnual Reporting (Amendment) Bill-Introduction
and first reading, 365; second reading, 508.
Biological Control Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1934; second reading, 2017; remaining stages,
2021.
Building Societies Bill-Second reading, 214; Committee, 231; remaining stages, 234.
Cemeteries (Amendment) Bill-R~ceived from
Council and first reading, 863; second reading, 880.
Children's Court (Amendment) Bill-Received from
Council and first reading, 1608; second reading,
1675, 2064; remainingsta~es, 2066.
Constitution (British Subjects) Bill-Received from
Council and first reading, 1165; second reading,
I i82 .
.. Constitution (Governor's Salary and Pension) BillProclamation. 39.
Contract Cleaning Industry (Long Service Leave)
Bil/-Introductionand first reading, 880; second
reading, 1025. 1764; appropriation, 1298; remaining stages. 1784.

Bills-continued
Courts Amendment Bill-Second reading, 201;
instruction to Committee, 211; Committee, 211.
Council amendments dealt with, 1115.
Crimes (Amendment) Bill (No. 2)-Received from
Council and first reading, 1609; second reading,
1677,2066; remaining stages, 2070.
Crown Intellectual Property (Assignment) (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 619;
second reading, 742, 901; remaining stages, 90 I.
Council amendment dealt with, 1183.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bil/Introduction and first reading, 70; second reading,
200, 903; remaining stages, 926.
Education (Miscellaneous Matters) Bill-Second
reading, 134; remaining stages, 146. Governor's
amendments dealt with, 887.
Emergency Management Bill-Introduction and first
reading, 620; second reading, 745, 1888, 1964;
appropriation, 802; Committee, 1900, 1964;
declared an urgent Bill, 1965; remaining stages,
1978.
Estate Agents (Amendment) Bill-Received from
Council and first reading, 864; second reading, 883.
Extractive Industries (Amendment) Bill-Second
reading, 72; Committee, 77; remaining stages, 78.
Extractive Industries (Lysterjield) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1112; second reading, 1113,
1593; appropriation, 1298; remaining stages, 1608.
Fire Authorities (A'm~nd~ent) Bill (No. 2)-lntroduction and first reading, 880; second reading,
1028, 18 i 6; appropriation, 1112; remaining stages,
1817.
Freedom of Information (Amendment) BiIIReceived from Council and first reading, 1847;
second reading, 2011.
Futures Industry (Application of Laws) BiIIReceived from Council and first reading, 864;
second reading, 883, 2056; Committee, 2058;
remaining stages, 2059.
Geelong Regional Commission (Amendment) BiIII ntroduction and first reading, 1812; second reading, 1956.
Guardianship and Administration Board Bill (No.
2)-Second reading, 561, 1184; Committee, 1206;
third reading, 1229. Council amendments dealt
with,2042.. .
Industrial Relcllions (Amendment) Bill-Second
reading, 576, 940, 1125; appropriation, 1133;
deciared an urgent Bill, 1133; Committee, 1136;
remaining stages, 1165. Council amendments dealt
with,2041.
Inteilectually Disabled Persons' Services Bill-Second
reading, 385, 511, 543; Committee, 544; remaining stages, 561. Council amendments dealt with,
2044.
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Bills-continued
Interpretation of Legislation (Amendment) Bil/Second reading, 320; remaining stages, 321.
Land Acquisition and Compensation Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1813; second reading,
2013.
Land (Miscellaneous Matters) Bill (No. 2)-Received
from Council and first reading, 1553; second reading, 1609,2064; remaining stages, 2064.
La Trobe University (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 364; second reading, 502,
1033; remaining stages, 1037.
Legal Aid Commission (Amendment) Bill-Second
reading, 48; Committee, 52, 70; remaining stages,
72.
Legal Profession Practice (Amendment) Bill (No. 2)Received from Council and first reading, 1165;
second reading, 1182, 2062; remaining stages, 2063.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill-Second
reading, 621; Committee, 663; remaining stages,
680. Council amendments dealt with, 2083.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bil/Second reading, 680. 754,806; declared an urgent
Bill, 804; Committee, 835; third reading, 863.
Local Government (Miscellaneous Amendments)
Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1181; second
reading, 1299.
Local Government (UnUication or Abolition of
Municipal Districts) Bill-Received from Council
and first reading, 1847.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) BiI/Second reading, 152, 296; Committee, 310;
remaining stages, 317. Council amendment dealt
with,1116.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (AmuselHeHI
Machines) Bill-Second reading, 1378, 1978;
appropriation, 1675; Committee, 1990; remaining
stages, 20 IO.
Margarine (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first
reading, 1812; second reading, 1962.
Martial Arts Control Bill-Introduction and first
reading, 1813.
Melbourne Sailors' Home Bill-Second reading, 146;
remaining stages, 150.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2)-Second reading, 322,
366; Committee, 385, 398,414; third reading, 437;
Council amendments dealt with, 2045.
Miners' Phthisis (Treasury Allowances) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 70; second reading, 197,
539; appropriation, 456; remaining stages, 542.
Mines (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first
reading, 69; second reading, 509, 1117; appropriation, 539; Committee, 1125, 1339; remaining
stages, 1344.
Motor Car (Licensing of Drivers) Bill-Introduction
and first reading, 174.
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Bills-conI inued
National Parks (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and
first reading, 879; second reading, 1021, 1817;
appropriation, 1112; Committee, 1841; remaining
stages, I 847.
Pathology Services Accreditation (Amendment) Bil/Received from Council and first reading, 1553;
second reading, 1609, 2063; remaining stages, 2064.
Petroleum (Submerged Lands) (Amendment) BiI/Introduction and first reading, 1455; second reading,1614.
Pollution of Waters by Oil and Noxious Substances
Bill-Introduction and first reading, 70; second
reading, 198, 926; remaining stages, 940.
Post-Secondary Education (Amendment) BiI/Introduction and first reading, 364; second reading, 502, 1031; appropriation, 619; remaining
stages, 1033.
Prevention ofCruelty to Animals Bill-Received from
Council and first reading, 1764; second reading,
1955,2070; remaining stages, 2075.
Public Contracts (Repeal) BiI/-Introduction and first
reading, 620; second reading, 744, 899; remaining
stages, 901.
Public Records (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and
first reading, 880; second reading, 1112, 1617;
appropriation, 1180; Committee, 1632; remaining
stages, 1636. Council amendments dealt with,
2053.
Racing (Amendment) Bill (No. 2)-Introduction and
first reading, 620; second reading, 747, 1229;
appropriation, 802; Committee, 1243; remaining
stages, 1245. Council amendment dealt with, 2053.
Retail Tenancies Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1812; second reading, 1957.
Road Construction Authority (Lands) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1455; second reading,
1613. 1871; appropriation, 1675; remaining stages,
1888.
Small Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill-Second reading, 78; Committee, 134,
1748; remaining stages, 1764.
Southgate Project Bill-Received from Council and
first reading, 1675; second reading, 1813, 2060;
remaining stages, 2062.
State Bank (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first
reading, 70; second reading, 197, 749; appropriation, 296; Committee, 753.
State Electricity Commission (Amendment) Bill, (No.
2)-Introduction and first reading, 1180; second
reading, 1304, 1847, 1850; appropriation, 1675;
Committee, 1855; remaining stages, 1856. Council amendments dealt with, 2053.
State Relief Committee Bill-Second reading, 40;
remaining stages, 48.
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Bills-cont inued
Supply (1986-87. No. 1) BiI/-Appropriation, 718;
introduction ~nd. first ~eading, 718; second reading,802. 1454; cognate debat(, 1454; declared an
urgent Billi1455~ third reading, 1553.
- Supreme Court (Rules of Procedure) Bill-Received
from Council and first reading, 1675; second reading,1815.
Tattersall Consultations (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 620; second reading, 743,
893; remaining stages, 899.
Taxation Acts (Reciprocal Assistance) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 619; second reading, 742,
888; remaining stages, 892.
Taxation (Interest on Overpayments) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 880; second reading,
1028, 1679; appropriation, 1112; remaining stages,
1689.
Town and Country Planning (Miscellaneous Provisions) Bill-Received from Council and first reading, 864; second reading, 886.
Transfer of Land (Share Interests) Bill~Second
reading; 150; remaining stages, 152.
Transport Accident Bill-Introduction and first
reading, 1813; second reading, 2021.
Travel Agents Bill-Introduction and first reading,
620; second reading, 747, 1406; appropriation, 802;
Committee, 1429, 1856; remaining stages, 1870.
Victoria Consen'ation Trust (Amendment) BiI/Received from Council and first reading, 863;
second reading, 882.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board BiI/Introduction and first reading, 364; second reading, 503, 1245, 1307; appropriation, 619; Committee, 1338, '1379; third reading, 1405. Council
amendments dealt with, 2055.
Water (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1181; second reading, 1344;
appropriation, 1454.
J,ferribee Land Bill-Introduction and first reading.
70; second reading, 196, 542.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) BiI/Introduction and first reading, 719; second reading, 804, 1455; appropriation, 976; cognate debate,
. 1454; declared an urgent Bill, 1455; third reading,
1553.
. YO,ung Offenders (Interstate Transfer) Bill-Received
from Council and first reading, 349; second read, ing, 365, 2054; remaining stages, 2055.
Youth Ajjairs Bill-Introduction and first reading,
880; second reading, 1027, 1718; appropriation,
1298; declared an urgent Bill, 1741; Committee,
1747; remaining stages, 1748.
Zoological Parks and Gardens (Amendment) Bil/Received from Council and first reading, 576;
second reading, 741, 901.

Births, Deaths and Marriages, Registry of-Cost of
certificates, 1569.
Doer Bros Frozen Food (Wholesale) Pty Ltd, 703, q 714.
Botany Park Estate, Carrum Downs, 1798.

Brown, Mr A. J. (Gippsland West)
Australian Railways Union, 960, q 969, 1263, q 1274.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Travel arrangements of
Minister for Transport, q 25, q 27.
Grievances, 486, 995.
Land-Unused road reserves and river frontages,
995.
Metropolitan Transit AuthorityBus Services-Cost of new buses, q 1668.
General-Operating costs, q 1064, q 1173, q 1447.
Sale and lease-back of transport rolling-stock,
q 1177. Public transport employee concessions,
q 1367, q 1369, q 1370, q 1372, q 1375. Quantitative targets, q 1564. Early retirement scheme,
q 1568. Administration, 1934.
Taxis-Foletta report, q 67. Frankston fare boundary,455.
Tram Services-Footscray-Moonee Ponds, 33.
Miners' Phthisis (Treasury Allowances) Bill, 541.
Ministry, The-Minister for Transport: travel
arrangements, q 25, q 27; censure, 1934.
Motor Car Traders Committee-Licensing of Mr
R. V. Renzella, 486.
Peninsula Vehicle Sales Pty Ltd, 486.
Petitions-Footscray-Moonee Ponds tram service,
33. Frankston taxi fare boundary, 455.
Points of Order-Unparliamentary expression, 26.
Offensive remarks, 31,465,617,967, 1045. Relevancy of remarks, 1481.
Pollution of Waters by Oil and Noxious Substances
Bill,932.
Road Construction Authority-Quantitative targets, q 1564.
Road Construction Authority (Lands) Bill, 1871.
Road Traffic Authority-Administration, 56. Quantitative targets, q 1564.
State Finance-Government borrowings, q 1064,
q 1173, q 1447. Sale and lease-back of transport
rolling-stock, q 1 J 77.
State Transport AuthorityFares and Freight-Revenue, q 170. Freight operation losses, 960.
General-Lease-back arrangements of transport
facilities, q 529, q 1177. Sale of land policy, 597.
Railway investigation officers, 995. Use of V/Line
car by Mr K. Mark, 995. Public transport employee
concessions, q 1367, q 1369, q 1370, q 1372,
q 1375. Quantitative targets, q 1564. Early retirement scheme, q 1568. Administration, 1934.
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Brown, Mr A. J.-continued

Rail Services-Shunters' strike, 960, q 969, q 1065,
1263, q 1274.
Supply (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 1482.
Victorian Tourism Commission-Travel entitlements of Mr D. Faggetter, q 287.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1482.
Budget for 1986-87-Requests for grants, q 23, q 66,
q 289, q 360. q 789. Transfer of trust funds from
Public Trustee, q 450. Effect of oil platform closures in Bass Strait, q 1449.
Builders Labourers Federation (See "Unions".)
Building and Construction Industry-BLF dispute,
q 65. Employment. q 360. Supply of power to
building companies, 969. Viability of house building industry. q 1064. (See also "Housing" and
"Unions".)
Building Societies-Interest rates, q 787. q 790. Proposed Government subsidy, q 789.
Business of the House-Televising of proceedings.
1636. Order of business. 1799. Adjournment, 2075.

C

Cain, Mr John (Bundoora) (Premier)
Abalone Divers-Licences. q 975.
Administrative Arrangements Orders-Nos 41 and
42.456. No. 43. 879. No. 44, 1927.
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department ofCommonwealth rural adjustment scheme, q 1273.
Australian Bicentennial Authority-Proposed celebrations. q 452.
Australian Greek Media Co-operative Ltd, q 876,
q 970, 1092.
Australian Railways Union. 1266, q 1271.
Ballarat-Assistance to industry, 1267.
Budget for 1986-87-Requests for grants, q 23,
q 789. Community comment, q 360.
Builders Labourers Federation-Deregistration,
1067.
Building Societies-Interest rates. q 790, q 793.
Deaths-Sir Henry Winneke. I. D. K. McKellar.
Esq .. 10.
Drugs-National Drug Offensive, q 610, q 711.
q 1058, 1443. q 1669.
Education-Facilities in western suburbs. q 1376.
Electoral-Nunawading Province by-election. q 357,
q 1057. q 1661. q 1791, q 1793, q1911, q 1919.
q 1920, q 1921. q 1924.
Employment-Statistics. q 286.
Equal Opportunity-For girls in scouting movement. 1911.
Fishing Industry-Abalone divers' licences, q 975.

Cain. Mr John-continued
Freedom of Information (Amendment) Bill, 2011.
Gambling-Poker machines, q 716.
Government-Socialjustice policy, q 530, q ,614.
Government Departments and'lnstrumentalitiesProductivity requirement, q 795, q 874. Late payment of municipal rates, q 1565.'
Hospitals-Royal Children's, q 712.
Housing-Interest rates, q 790, q 793.
Insurance-Third party, q 1662.
Joint Sittings of Parliament-Election of Senator,
1912,1913,1915,1916.
Labour, Department of-Employment statistics,
q 286.
Law Courts-Penalties for violent crimes, q 537."
Melbourne City Council-Approval of building projects, q 358, 444.
Members-Qualification of honourable member for
Richmond, q 876, q 970, 1092. Letter of honourable member for Ballarat North in BallaraJ Courier, 1267.
Metropolitan Transit Authority:.......Administration of
Minister for Transport, q 971. Public transport
employee concessions, q 1373.
Ministerial Statements-Deregistration of the
Builders Labourers Federation, .1067.
Ministry, The-Administration of Minister for
Transport, q 971.
National TeQ.nis Centre---:-ProJected cost, q 1795.
National Wage Cases--;"ProdUClivity flow-on to
superannuation, q 24, q 63,q 293.
Nuclear Powe(-:Plant fo( Victoria,q 1666.
Peace March-On Palm Sunday, q 451.
Petrol-Taxatioq"q 66.
Planning-Buildi~g projects in City of Melbourne,
q 358,444.
Points of Order-Eligibility honourable member
for Rirhmond, 895. Validity of adjournment
motion. 1933.
Police Departm~nt-Nuqawading Province by-eJ,ection. q 357, q 1661, q 1791, q 1793,1911, q1919,
q 1920. q 1921, q 1924. Widening of pOwers,
q 1058. Organized crime, q 1369.
Pope John Paul II-Sta'te reception, 1170.
Public Service-Travel entitlements of officers,
q 290. Affi'rmative action program for women,
'!
q 796.
Qantas Airways-Direct flights beiween Melbourne
and Japan, q 615.
Road Traffic Au'thority-Third-party insurance,
q 1662.
Rural Finance Commission-Subsidized loans to
industry, q 1273.
Senate-Vacancy, 1912, 1913, 1915; 1916.
Senior Citizens' Week, 443, 1443.
'
Sport Aid-Campaign to: assist African peOple,
q 1563.

of
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Cain, Mr John-continued
State Relief Committee Bill, 48.
State Transport Authority-Administration ofMinister for Transport, q 971. Shunters' strike, q 1066,
1266, q 1271. Public transport employee concessions, q 1373.
Superannuation-Productivity flow-on, q 24, q 63,
q 293.
Taxation-Fuel tax, q 66. Productivity requirement
of Government agencies, q 795, q 874.
Telephone Interceptions-Presentation of report:
Royal Commission of Inquiry into Alleged Telephone Interceptions, 1798.
Tennis-National centre: projected cost, q 1795.
Timber Industry-Logging in east Gippsland, q 359.
Victorian Tourism Commission-Travel entitlements ofMr David Faggetter, q 167, q 285, q 286.
Victorian Women's Trust Ltd, 1641.
Women-Affirmative action program, q 796. Victorian Women's Trust Ltd, 1641.
Callister, Miss V. J. (Morwell)
Beach, Janine, Memorial Drug Centre, 1346, 2076.
Budget for I 986-87-Requests for grants, q 23.
Consumer Affairs-"Diet Circle" advertisements,
774. Halberts, SA, publication on surnames, 1557.
Drugs-Counselling program of Mr K. Beach, 1346,
2076.
Education-Role of school council members, 352.
Esso Australia Ltd-Bass Strait gas discovery, q 788.
Grievances, 480.
Health-Intra-uterine devices, 480.
Herbicides-Use of "Dybar" , 522.
Industry, Technology and Resources-Bass Strait
gas discovery, q 788.
Morwell Water Board-Chlorination of Boolarra
water supply, 1638.
State Transport Authority-Level crossing on
Tramway Road, Morwell, 1040.
Victorian Women's Trust Ltd, q 1448.
Women-Fertility control measures, 480. Victorian
Women's Trust Ltd, q 1448.
Carpet Cleaning-Activities of Magna Dry company,
160.
Cathie, Mr I. R. (Carrum) (Minister for Education)
Budget for I 986-87-Requests for grants, q 289.
Deaths-Sir Henry Winneke, 7.
EducationFinance-Hamilton Education Centre Ltd, 165.
Requests for expenditure, q 289. Sale of school
assets, q 290. For additional school facilities, 607.
Capital works program in Goulburn/North-Eastern region. 1559.

Cathie, Mr I. R.-continued

General-School bus accidents, 240. Role of school
council members, 356. Review of transport services for the disabled, 526. Questionnaire to
schools in east Gippsland, q 717. Inquiry into State
system, q 789. Specialist staff for Portland-Heywood area, 1043. Peace education task
force, q 1059. Reorganization of schools, q 1178.
Teacher and scholar exchanges wi th J iangsu Province, q 1373. Restructure of post-primary, q 1925.
Ministry-Restructure, q 25, q 172. Activities of
Plumbers and Gasfitters Employees Union of
Australia, q 66. Appointment of Mr J. Betson,
q 536. Superannuation entitlements, 1043.
Post-secondary-Apprentices at Wangaratta College
of T AFE, 59. Naming of proposed mUlticampus
institute, 356. Moorabbin College ofT AFE, 1043.
Proposed Western Institute, q 1063. Course for
plumbing and gasfitting apprentices, 1644.
School Buildings and Grounds-Health and safety
regulations, 1560.
Schools. High-Mount Waverley, 59. Croydon, 165.
Belmont, 165. Horsham, 446. Caulfield, 1043.
Bacchus Marsh, 1789. Melbourne and MacRobertson Girls, 1912.
Schools. Primary-Clerical support, q 532. Tecoma,
607. Gelantipy, 1644. Restructure, 1788.
Schools. Registered-Croydon Community School,
356.
Schools. Special-St Mary's School for Deaf Children, 1644.
Schools. Technical-Jordanville, 1444.
Special-Placement of disabled children, 446.
Students-Maintenance grants, 240. Travel allowance for isolated children, q 1452.
Teachers-Staffing in high schools, 59. Shortage, 446,
q 451. Emergency, 525, 870, q 878. Welfare support, q 1369. Housing, q 1663.
Teacher Training-Pre-service courses for primary
teachers, q 66.
Education (Miscellaneous Matters) Bill, 144,887.
Handicapped Persons-School bus accidents, 240.
School integration program, 446. Subsidized taxi
fares for deaf student, 526.
Industrial Training Commission-Apprentices at
Wangaratta College ofT AFE, 59.
Jiangsu Province-Teacher and scholar exchanges,
q 1373.
Land (Miscellaneous Matters) Bill (No. 2), 1553,
1609.
La Trobe University (Amendment) Bill, 364, 502,
1037.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Wheelers
Hill-Glen Waverley bus services, 240.
National Parks (Amendment) Bill, 879, 1021, 1840,
1842, 1843, 1844,1845.
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Coal Corporation of Victoria, q 170.

National Parks Service-Report presented for Coghill, Dr K. A. (Werribee)
1984-85, 20 I O.
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department ofPlumbers and Gasfitters Employees Union of AusCommonwealth rural adjustment scheme, q 1273.
tralia, q 66.
Builders Labourers Federation-Deregistration,
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 1837.
q 1174.
Post-Secondary Education (Amendment) Bill, 364,
Consumer Affairs-Electronic banking services, 965.
502, 1032.
Contract Cleaning Industry (Long Service Leave) Bill,
Road Construction Authority-Road works at
1780.
Moorabbin College of TA FE, 1043.
Education-Naming of proposed post-secondary
State Board of Education-Review of transport sermulticampus institute, 354.
vices for the disabled, 526.
Environment-Toxic waste treatment facilities, 702.
Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration
Financial Institutions-Electronic banking services,
Commission-Industrial issues of Victorian High
965.
School Principals' Association, q 612. RepresenGovernment-Social justice policy, 1010.
tationofteaching profession, 1275.
Grievances, 464, 10 IO.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board Bill,
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 1139, 1156.
364, 503, 508. 1336, 1380, 1382. 1383. 1384. 1385,
Liberal Party-Political affiliation of Public Service
1386, 1387. 1389. 1396. 1400, 1402, 140)' 1405,
members, 464. Privatization policies, 1570..
2055,2056.
Mallee, The-Economic and social hardships, 1296.
Victorian High School Principals' AssociationMelbourne and Metropolitan Board of WorksCriticisms of shortage of teachers, q 451. IndusToxic waste treatment facilities, 702. Industrial
trial issues, q 612.
waste facilities,] 640.
Victorian Institute of Secondary Education-ModMetropolitan Transit Authority-Rental of railway
eration courses, 525.
easements in Werribee, 442.
Werribee Land Bill. 70, 196.
Municipalities-Pecuniary interest declarations of
Zoological Parks and Gardens (Amendment) Bill.
er Norm Scott, 53. Allegations of corruption
576, 741, 903.
against St Kilda City Council, 520.
Points of Otder~Ruleof anticipation, 174: Reference to debate in same sessional period, 180. ReleChairman of Committees, The (Mr W. F. Fogarty)
vancy of remarks, 182, 766, 944, 1142, 1585,2032,
Rulings and Statements2034. Offensive remarks, 465, 499. Reading of
Debate-Offensive remarks, 428. Unparliamentary
speeches, 466. Debate on motion for adjournment
expression, 837. Relevancy of remarks, 845, 858,
of sitting: only one matter to be raised, 705; only
1136, 1137, 1138, 1140,1142, 1146, 1154, 1156,
matters of urgent public importance to be dis1750. Motion, "That the question be now put",
cussed, 1281.
1862.
Privatization-Policies of Liberal Party, 1570.
Rulings and Statements as Deputy SpeakerPublic Service-Political affiliation of members, 464.
Debate-Relevancy of remarks, 109, 759, 760, 767,
Rural Finance Commission-Subsidized loans to
909,942, 1481, 1837,2035. Leave for material to
industry, q 1273.
be incorporated in Hansard. 762. UnparliamenSt Kilda-City council: allegations of corruption, 520.
tary expression, 1590. Tabling of documents, 1729.
SC011, Cr Norm-Pecuniary interest declarations, 53.
Reading of speech, 1730, 1731. Offensive remark,
State Finance-Government expenditure, q 25.
2035.
Trifoleum Pty Ltd, 1640.
Joint Sitting of Parliament-Victorian Institute of
Werribee Land Bill, 543.
Marine Sciences, 414.
Victorian Institute of Marine Sciences-Council
vacancies, 414.

Charities-Bogus fundraising scheme, 704, 706.
Child Minding Regulations Review CommitteeReport, 598, 60 I, 604.
Children (See "Community Services-Children" and

"Pre-schools".)

Coleman, Mr C. G. (Syndal)
Adoption (Amendment) Bill, 317.
Biological Control Bill, 2019.
Chad stone Community Health Centre-Services of
ethnic health worker, 699:
Drugs-National Drug Offensive, 711,1443.
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Coleman. Mr C. G.-continued
Education-Mount Waverley High School, 57.
Superannuation entitlement of retired teacher,
1043.
Ethnic Affairs Commission-Services of ethnic
health worker at Chadstone Community Health
Centre. 699.
Extractive Industries (Lysterfield) Bill, ] 599.
Guardianship and Administration Board Bill (No.
2). ] ]95.
Intellectually Disabled Persons' Services Bill (No.
2). 546. 548. 553, 557.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 658.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amusement
Machines) Bill, 1996,2002,2003.2004,2005,2007,
20]0.
Mallee, The-Economic and social hardships, 1294.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2), 378. 399.400,401,407,
4] 9. 426. 436.
Metropolitian Transit Authority-Stephensons Road
rail bridge. Mount Waverley. 1911.
National Parks (Amendment) Bill. 1837.
Oakleigh-Clayton Citizens Advice Bureau-Funding, ]169.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 1837.
Pollution of Waters by Oil and Noxious Substances
Bill. 938.
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Bill. 2070.
State Relief Committee Bill, 40.
Commonwealth Games-Assistance for athletes,
q 1451. Membership of Australian wrestling team,
2075,2080.
Community ServicesChildren-Child Minding Regulations Review
Committee report. 598, 601. 604. Infant welfare
sisters. 1558. Shire of Rinders: paediatric services,
1797; infant welfare services, 1798. Early childhood services in Dromana electorate, 1907.
Reception centre for Geelong, 1910, 1911.
Pre-schools-Child care and kindergarten programs,
33.173.
Conservation, Forests and LandsForests-Preservation, 34, 69. Sherbrooke, ] 58.
Logging in east Gippsland, q 359.
Land-For Torquay Community Health Centre, 351,
Unused road reserves and riverfrontages. 995.
Constitution Act-Alleged breach by honourable
member for Richmond, q 874, q 876, q 970, 977,
1081.
Consumer Affairs-Peninsula Vehicle Sales Pty Ltd,
438,445,486. Intra-uterine devices, 480. Safety of
children's dummies and bottle teats, 599. Bogus
fundraising scheme, 704, 706. "Diet Circle"

Consumer Affairs-continued
advertisements, 774, 777. Electronic banking services, 965, 968. Advertising by AlIan Baldwin Sales
Real Estate, 1264. Labelling and flammability of
acrylic knitting wool, 1349, 1352. Halberts, SA,
publication on surnames, 1557, 1561.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Travel arrangements of
Minister for Transport, q 25, q 27.
Cooper, Mr R. F. (Mornington)
Building and Construction Industry-Employment,
q 360.
Grievances, 483.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 1152.
Labour, Department of-Employment in building
and construction industry. q 360.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 680,
846,847,853,856,857,858.
Local Government (Unification or Abolition of
Municipal Districts) Bill, 1847.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-School bus service to Haileybury College, Keysborough, 1671.
MunicipalitiesGeneral-Restructure, q 22. q 29, 174, 178.
Keilor-Allegations of corruption, 483. Panel beating works permit, 483.
SI Kilda-Allegations of corruption, 483. City council,599.
Sunshine-Allegations of corruption, 483.
Petitions-Submarine contract, 69, 80]. School bus
service in Keysborough, 1671.
Points of Order-Rule of anticipation, 176. Reference to debate in same sessional period, ] 80.
Submarines-Contract for construction, 69, 801.
Supply (1986-87, No. ]) Bill, 1497.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1497.
Co-operative Housing Societies-Government funding, 96].
Costigan Royal Commission-Unpublished volumes
of report on Federated Ship Painters and Dockers
Union, 238.
Country Fire Authority-Funding of emergency services, 158, ] 62.
Crabb, Mr S. M. (Knox) (Minister for Labour) (Formerly Minister for Employment and Industrial
Affairs)
Abattoirs-Industrial dispute at Seymour, q 1922.
Apprentices-Decrease in numbers, q 1179.
Australian Greek Media Co-operative Ltd, q 874,
1100, q 1272.
Australasian Meat Industry Employees UnionAbattoir dispute at Seymour, q 1922.
Australian Railways Union, q 1276.

( 9)

LEGISLA TIVE ASSEMBLY

Crabb, Mr S. M.-continued
Boer Bros Frozen Food (Wholesale) Pty Ltd, q 714.
Builders Labourers Federation-Deregistration,
q 792, q 1174. Assets, q 1059.
Building and Construction Industry-Builders
Labourers Federation: dispute, q 65; supply of
power to building companies, q 970.
Contract Cleaning Industry (Long Service Leave) Bill,
880, 1025, 1773.
Gas and Fuel Corporation-Supply of power to
building companies, q 970.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 1158,2042.
Labour, Department ofEmployment-For youth, q 65, q 288. Youth Guarantee Scheme, q 1173,q 1667.
General-Employment of Mr F. Nelson, q 453.
Builders Labourers Federation: deregistration,
q 792,1174.
Training-Participation of women in non-traditional trades, q 1176. Of apprentices, q 1179. Programs, q 1452.
Leighton Contractors Pty Ltd, q 169.
Members-Qualification of honourable member for
Richmond, q 874, 1100.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 942, 954,
958,1136,1137,1138,1154,1769. Reading of
speech, 1730. Tabling of document, 1732. Validity
of adjournment motion, 1933.
State Electricity Commission-Supply of power to
building companies, q 970.
State Transport Authority-Shunters' strike, q 1276.
Unions-Builders Labourers Federation: building
industry dispute, q 65; Leighton Contractors Pty
Ltd, q 169; supply of power to building companies, q 970; assets, q 1059; deregistration, q 792,
q 1174.
Transport Workers Union, q 714. Australian Railways Union, q 1276.
Women-Participation in non-traditional trades,
q 1176.
Youth-Guarantee scheme, q 1173, q 1667.
Youth Affairs Bill, 880,1027,1741, 1742.
Crime (See "Police Department-Crime".)
Crozier, Mr D. G. (Portland)
Deaths-D. K. McKellar, Esq., 14.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill, 920.
Education-Hamilton Education Centre Ltd, 161.
Special ized staff for Portland-Heywood area, 1041.
Emergency Management Bill, 746, 1888, 1901, 1902,
1904, 1906, 1964, 1965, 1966, 1967, 1969, 1971,
1972, 1973, 1974, 1975, 1976, 1977.
Fire Authorities (Amendment) Bill (No. 2),1816.
Hospitals-Willaura and District, 1180, 1798.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 759.

Crozier, Mr D. G.-continued
Petitions-Willaura and District Hospital, 1180,
1798.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 767.
Police Department-Uniform of Traffic Operations
Group, 701.
Culpin, Mr J. A. (Broadmeadows)
Housing-Public rental stock, q 455.
Municipalities-Restructure, q 1275.
Cunningham, Mr D. J. (Derrimut)
Education-Facilities in western suburbs, q 1376.
Government-Social justice policy, q 530.
Points of Order-Offensive remarks, 499.
Titles Office-Computerization, q 1277.
D
Deaths-Sir Henry Winneke, 1. D. K. McKellar, Esq.,
10.
Debate-Alleged racist statement by Mr Williams, 754.
Delzoppo, Mr J. E. (Narracan)
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 835.
Petition-Staff for police station at Yallourn North,
173.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 531. Answer
to question not to be debated, 1663.
Police Department-Staff for police station at Yallourn North, 173.
Public Contracts (Repeal) Bill, 745, 899.
Public Record Office-Services, 349.
Public Records (Amendment) Bill, 1617, 1632, 1634.
Public Servants-Travel entitlements of officers,
q 290.
Taxation-Fringe benefit liability for public sector
employee housing, q 449.
Dickinson, Mr H. R. (South Barwon)
Deaths-D. K. McKellar, Esq., 20.
Education-Belmont High School, 162.
Extractive Industries (Amendment) Bill, 74.
Food-Sale of home made products, 1671, 1785.
Grievances, 1020.
Health Department Victoria-Regulations on sale
of home made products, 1671, 1785.
Municipalities-Proposed amalgamation, 1020.
Petition-Sale of home made products, 1671.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 1481.
Road Traffic Authority-Rationalization of pedestrian crossings near schools, 1020.
Small Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 122.
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Education-continued

Dickinson, Mr H. R.-continued
sport and Recreation~Water sports centre for Gee-

Economy, The-Misrepresentation by Government,
992. Floating ofthe Australian dollar, q 1447.

assets, q 290. For additional school facilities, 600,
607. Capital works program in Goulburn/NorthEastern region, 1555, 1559.
General-School bus accidents, 237, 240. Role of
school council members, 352, 356. Review of
transport services for the disabled, 522, 526. Questionnaire to schools in east Gippsland, q 717, 718.
Inquiry into State system, q 789. Nutrition studies, 868. Specialist staff for Portland-Heywood
area, 1041, 1043. Superannuation entitlement of
retired teacher, 1043. Peace education task force,
q 1059. Reorganization of schools, q 1178. Teacher
and scholar exchanges with Jiangsu Province,
q 1372. Facilities, q 1376. Restructure of postprimary, q 1925.
Ministry oJ-Restructure, q 24, q 172. Activities of
Plumbers and Gasfitters Employees Union of
Australia, q 65. Appointment of Mr J. Betson,
q 536.
Post-secondary-Apprentice at Wangaratta College
of TA FE, 54, 59. Naming of proposed multicampus institute, 354, 356. Moorabbin College of
T AFE, 1042, 1043. Proposed Western Institute,
q 1063. Course for plumbing and gasfitting
apprentices, 1640, 1644.
School Buildings and Grounds-Health and safety
regulations, 1556, 1560,Schools, Hig~-Mount Waverley, 57, 59. Croydon,
, 161, 165. Be1in~ni, 162, 165. Horsham, 440, 446.
Victorian High School Principals' Association,
q 451, q 612. Whittlesea Technical-High, 518, 524.
Caulfield, 1037, 1043. Bacchus Marsh, 1787, 1789.
Melbourne and MacRobertson Girls, 1909, 1912.
Schools, Primary-Clerical support, q 532. Tecoma,
600,607. Gelantipy, 1641, 1644. Restructure, 1787,
1788. Expenditure, 1926.
Schools, Registered-Croydon Community, 351, 356.
Schools, Special-Remedial physical education,
1169. St Mary's School for Deaf Children, 1638,
1644.
Schools, Technical-Whittlesea Technical-High, 518,
524. Jordanville, 1441, 1444.
Special-Integration of disabled children, 442, 446,
496.
Students-Maintenance grants, 234, 240. Travel
allowance for isolated children, q 1452.
Teachers-Staffing in high schools, 57, 59. Shortage,
440, 446, q 451. Emergency, 521, 525, 866, 870,
q 878. Welfare support, q 1369. Housing, q 1663.
Teacher Training-Pre-service courses for primary
teachers, q 66. Victorian Institute of Secondary
Education moderation courses, 521, 526.

EducationFinance-Hamilton Education Centre Ltd, 161, 165:
Requests for expenditure, q 289~ . Sale of school

Electoral-Nunawading Province by-election, q 357,
976, q 1057, q 1661, q 1791, q 1793,1910,1911,
q 1919, q 1921, q 1924, 1928.

long, 776.
State Relief Committee Bill, 46.
Torquay Community Health Centre~ Transfer of
land,351.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board Bill,
1327.
Water-Fluoridation of Gee long supply, 1020.
Disaster Services Council-Readiness Review Committee recommendations, 158,162.
DivisionsContract Cleaning Industry (LongSl'rvice Leave) Bill,
1783.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill, 923.
Em~rgency Management Bill, 1904, 1970.
Guardianship and Administration Board Bill (No. 2),
1205.
Industrial Relations(,1mendment) BiI/, 1131, 1132,
1133,1I61,ll~2..

!\',

'

Intellectually Disabled Persons' Serv(fes Bill (No. 2),
549,557.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 662.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill. 804,
833,834,859,861,862.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill. 314.
Members-Qualification of honourable member for
Richmond, 1110, 1111.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2). 407,427,433.
Public Records (Amendment) Bill. 1631, 1633, 1634,
1635.
Small Business Developme.nt Corporation (Amend'
ment) Bill. 1757, 1763.
Standing Orders Committee-Appointment of Mrs
Setches, 1810, 1811.
Supply (1986-87. No. I) Bill. 1455.
Trarel Agents Bill. 1862, 1864.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board Bill,
1391,1399.
Works and Serric('s (Ancillary Provisions) Bill. 1455.
Youth Affairs Bill. 1741.
Drugs-National Drug Offensive, q 610, q 711, q 1058,
1443. Phone-in, q 1669. Trafficking, 1014. Treatment of addicts, 1016. Counselling program ofMr
K. Beach, 1346, 1351, 2076, 2081. (See also "Police
Department ~General ".)
E
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Employment (See "Labour, Department ofEmployment".)
Energy Resources (See "Industry, Technology and
Resources-Resources ", "Gas and Fuel Corporation" and "State Electricity Commission".)
Environment Protection Authority-Use of "Dybar"
herbicide in Morwell, 522. Discharge of effluent
into Kananook Creek, 864, 870. (See also "Planning and Environment-Environment"')
Equal Opportunity-For girls in scouting movement,
1909.

Ernst, Mr G. K. (Bellarine)
Bicycles-Cyclists' safety helmets, q 1567.
Mental Health Services-Support services, 363.
Petition-Mental health support services, 363.
State Transport Authority-Railway investigation
officers, q 1065.
Victorian Tourism Commission-Travel entitlements ofMr D. Faggetter, q 450.

Esso Australia Ltd-Bass Strait: gas discovery, q 788,
q 875; oil platform closures, q 1449.
Ethnic AffairsCommission-Services of ethnic health worker at
Chadstone Community Health Centre, 699, 705.
General-Funding of Australian Greek Media Cooperative Ltd: by Ethnic Affairs Commission,
q 873; by Department of Labour. q 874. Visit by
Greek Deputy Minister for Culture, q 1667.

Evans, Mr A. T. (Ballarat North)
Deaths-D. K. McKellar, Esq., 17.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill, 916.
Education-Restructure of primary schools, 1787.
Emergency Management Bill, 1898. 1904, 1906.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 1144.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 810,
837,845.

Evans, Mr B. J. (Gippsland East)
Economy, The-Misrepresentation by Government,992.
Education-Questionnaire to schools in east Gippsland, 718. Travel allowance for isolated children,
q 1452.
Environment-Dutson Downs waste disposal, 1279.
Esso Australia Ltd-Bass Strait gas discovery, q 875.
Extractive Industries (Amendment) Bill, 73, 1598.
Grievances, 992.
Industry. Technology and Resources-Bass Strait
gas discovery. q 875.

Evans. Mr B. J.-continued
Land-Unused road reserves and river frontages,
995.
Mines (Amendment) Bill, 1122.
National Parks (Amendment) Bill, 879, 1025, 1825,
1842, 1845, 1846.
Personal Explanations-Education questionnaire,
718.
Petitions-Dutson Downs waste disposal, 1279.
Points of Order-Answers to questions not to be
debated, 613. Bill to be treated as private Bill,
1594. Quoting of answer to question in another
place, 1989. Relevancy of remarks, 2035.
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Bill, 2072.
Road Construction Authority (Lands) Bill, 1876.
Standing Orders Committee-Appointment of Mrs
Setches, 1805.
State Electricity Commission (Amendment) Bill,
1852.
Supply (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 1533.
Taxation-Financial institutions duty, 993.
Timber Industry-Logging in east Gippsiand, q 359.
Travel Agents Bill, 1422.
Water (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1181.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1533.
Export Markets-For Victoria, q 27, q 1371.
F
Federated Ship Painters and Dockers Union (See
"Unions".)
Federated Storemen and Packers Union (See
HUnions".)
Film Industry-Government funding, q 1922.
Financial Institutions-Electronic banking services,
965,968.
Fisheries and Wildlife Service-Lyrebird population
in Sherbrooke Forest, 158.
Fogarty, Mr W. F. (Sunshine)
Deaths-D. K. McKellar, Esq., 13.
Municipalities-I 986 elections, q 1374.
Petitions-Red meat trading hours, 456.
Police Complaints Authority-Operations, q 794.
Trading Hours-For red meat, 456.
Victorian Football League-Special games at Melbourne Cricket Ground, q 1794.
Food-Sale of homemade products, 1671, 1785.
Football (See "Sport and Recreation" and "Victorian
Football League".)
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Fordha~

Mr R. C. (Footsoray) (Deputy Premier and
Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)

Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 1304,
2025.
Alcohol-Labelling of content on containers, 240.
Consumption; q 1569.
Alpine Resorts (Amendment) Bill, 879, 1029, 1707,
1709,1715.1716,1718;
, Australian Greek Media Co-operative Ltd-Community Employment Program grant, 1272.
Bills-Correction of year in titles, 39.
Business of the House-Order of business, 1799,
1961. Adjournment, 2075.

of

Coal Corporation Victoria, q i 70.
Deaths-Sir H~ry Winneke: 5.
:, Emergency Managemept Bill, 1964, 1%5.
Esso Australia Ltd~.Bass Strait gas discovery, q 788,
q 875.
Estate, Agents (Amendment) B~ll, 883.
Export Markets-For Victoria, q 28, q 1371.
"; Extractive Industries (Amen<;tment) Bill, 77.
Extractive Indu,stries (Ly~terfield) Bill, 1112, 1113,
",'
1607.
Futures Industry (Application of Laws) Bill, 883.
Geelong Regional Commission (Amendment) Bill,
1812,1956.
Grievances, 460.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 1131, 1133,
'1134.
' ,..,,: )', ''''';''':'',' ",:
Industry, Technology and Resources-

Industry-Submarine construction, q 973. Viability
of motor vehicle industry, q 1060. 'Inquiry into
operations of small business, q 1062. Exports,
q 1371. Liquor: report of Dr J. Nieuwenhuysen,
q 1372.
Resources-Coal industry.q 170. Bass Strait gas discovery, q 788, q 875.
Jiangsu Province-Economic' ties with Victoria,
q 1368.
Joint Sitting of Parliament-Victorian Institute of
Marine Sciences, 40.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 660, 663,
664,665,666,668,669,670,678,679,680,2040.
Liquor Industry-Nieuwenhuysen inquiry,q 27,
q 1372.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 804.
Margarine (Amendment) BlU, 1813.
Mines (Amendment) Bill, 69, 509, 1124, 1339, 1340,
1343,1344.
Mortuary Industry and Cemeteries Administration
Committee, 1377.
Municipalities-Tree clearing near State Electricity
Commission power lines, q 974.
Petroleum (Submerged Lands) (Amendment) Bill,
1455,1614.

Fordham, Mr R. C.-continued
Points of Order-Offensive remarks, 32, 617. Relevancy of remarks, 99, 108, 633, 643, 917, 1750.
Reading of answer to question, 533. Eligibility of
honourable member for Richmond, 925. Tabling
of quoted documents, 1277, 1278. Criteria for
motion for the adjournment of the House to enable
honourable members to discuss matters of urgent
public importance, 1280. Verification of statement, 1570. Bill to be treated as public Bill, 1594.
Answer to question not to be debated, 1662.
Validity of adjournment motion, 1928. Honourable member not to quote from document when
raising point of order, 1930. Matters raised on
motion for adjournment of the sitting of the House
must relate to Government administration, 2077.
Privileges Committee-Appointment of Mr Simpson, 1799.
Public Bodies Review Committee-Members, 295.
Public Records (Amendment) Bill, 2053.
Retail Tenancies Bill, 1812, 1957.
Senate-Vacancy, 1454.
Small Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 130, 1748, 1752, 1754, 1760.
Standing Orders Committee-Appointment of Mrs
Setches, 1799, 1810.
State Bank (Amendment) Bill, 753.
State Electricity Commi,ssionElectricity Supply-To Wodonga area, 445.
Gen era 1-Tree clearing near power lines, q 974.
State Electricity Commission (Amendment) Bill,
1180,1304, 1855.
State Electricity Commission (Amendment) Bill
(No. 2), 2054.
Submarines-Contract for construction, q 973.
Supply (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 1454, 1455, 1456.
Travel Agents Bill, 1862, 1863, 1864.
Victorian Economic Development CorporationExport markets, q 28, q 1371.
Victorjan Institute of Marine Sciences-Council
vacancies, 40.
Victorian Tourism Commission-Travel entitlements of Mr D. Faggetter, q 287, q 288, q 239,
q 290, q 357, q 359, q 450, 460.
Victorian Women's Trust Ltd, q 1448.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1454,
1455, 1456.
Youth-Alcohol consumption, 240.
Frankston Sewerage Authority-Discharge of effluent
into Kananook Creek, 864, 870.
Frontier Homes Pty Ltd, 1555.
Fuel and Power (See "Industry, Technology and
Resources-Resources", "Gas and Fuel Corporation" and "State Electricity Commission".)
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Gambling-Poker machines, q 715. (See "Totalizator
Agency Board".)
Gas and Fuel Corporation-Supply of power to building corn panies, q 969 . Facilities for paying accounts
in Dandenong West, 1262.
Gavin. Mr P. M. (Coburg)
Jiangsu Province-Economic ties with Victoria,
q 1368.
Labour, Department of-Youth employment, q 288.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Tramway service
No. 72.867.
Motor Car Traders Committee-Licensing ofMr R.
V. Renzella, 438.
Peninsula Vehicle Sales Pty Ltd, 438.
Points of Order-Tabling of documents, 1729.
Road Construction Authority-Commonwealth
funding. q 1796.
Senior Citizens-Proposed multicultural centre, 350.
State Transport Authority-Railway investigation
officers, 1038.

GeeIong-Problems in electorate, 490. Fluoridation of
water supply. 1020. Car parking facilities, 1021.
Geriatric Services-Nursing beds, 777.
Gleeson. Mrs E. S. (Thomastown)
Education-Appointment of Mr J. Betson, q 536.
Teacher and scholar exchanges with Jiangsu Province, q 1372.
Grievances. 501.
Jiangsu Province-Teacher and scholar exchanges,
q 1372.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Thomastown railway line crossing, 440.
State Electricity Commission-Street lighting in
Thomastown electorate, 50 I.

Gude, Mr P. A.-continued
Contract Cleaning Industry (Long Service Leave) Bill,
1764.
Deaths-D. K. McKellar, Esq., 18.
Grievances, 469, 985.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 576, 1135,
1159,1160.
Labour, Department of-Employment of Mr F.
Nelson, q 453, 704. Youth Guarantee Scheme,
q 1667.
Leighton Contractors Pty Ltd, q 169.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Staffing targets,
q 1451.
Personal Explanation-Administration of Public
Works Department, 615.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 454, 942,
944, 1146, 1770. Reading of answer to question,
533. Offensive remarks, 991.
Police Department-Fraud Squad investigation into
Public Works Department, 986, 1266, q 1670,
1786.
Public Works Department-Administration, 469,
615,985, 1266, q 1670, 1786. On-site agreements
with non-union architects, 1438, 1639.
Small Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 78, 1748, 1752, 1758.
State Transport Authority-Dismissal of ownerdrivers, 353. Shunters' strike, 1168, q 1276. Staffing targets, q 1451.
Unions-Builders Labourers Federation: Leighton
Contractors Pty Ltd, q 169. Australian Railways
Union, 1168, q 1276.
Youth Guarantee Scheme, q 1667.
H

Halberts, SA, 1557, 1561.
Hamilton Education Centre Ltd, 161.
Handicapped Persons-School bus accidents, 237, 240.
School integration program, 442, 446, 496. Subsidized taxi fares for deaf student, 522, 526. Riding
for the Disabled Association of Victoria, 1017,
1348.

Government-Socialjustice policy, q 530, q 614,1010.
Government Departments and Instrumentalities-Productivity requirement, q 795, q 873, q 874, 1005.
Late payment of municipal rates, q 1565.
Grievances, 457,976.
Gude, Mr P. A. (Hawthorn)
Association of Architects of Australia, 1438, 1639.
Association of Draughting, Supervisory and Technical Employees, 1438, 1639.
Australian Railways Union, 1168, q 1276.
Builders Labourers Federation, q 169.

Hann, Mr E. J. (Rodney)
Administrative Law (University Visitor) Bill, 322.
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department ofReport of Professor Lloyd, q 972.
Biological Control Bill, 2020.
Deaths-D. K. McKellar, Esq., 15.
Economy, The-Floating of the Australian dollar,
q 1447.
EducationFinance-Sale of school assets, q 290.
General-Inquiry into State system, q 789. Peace
education task force, q 1059.
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Hann, Mr E. J.-continued

Ministry o/-Restructure, q 24.
Schools. Primary-Clerical support, q 532.
Teachers-Shortage, q 451. Welfare support, q 1369.

Harrowfield, Mr J. D.-continued
Members-Conflict of interest of honourable member for Richmond, q 970.
Petrol-Taxation, q 66.

Housing, q 1663.

Teacher Training-Pre-service courses for primary
teachers, q 66.
Education (Miscellaneous Matters) Bill, 137.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesLate payment of municipal rates, 1565.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 2041.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2), 432.
Points of Order-Criteria for motion for the
adjournment of the House to enable honourable
members to discuss a matter of urgent public
importance, 1282.
Post-Secondary Education (Amendment) Bill, 1031.
Primary Industries-Report of Professor Lloyd on
the economic impact of agriculture, q 972.
Road Construction Authority-Echuca-Moama
road-rail bridge, q 1923.
Road Traffic Authority-Delays in motor vehicle
registrations, q 713.
Small Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 121.
State Insurance Office-Activities of inspectors, 1175.
State Transport Authority-Echuca-Moama
road-rail bridge, q 1923.
Supply (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 1455, 1457, 1491.
Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration
Commission-Industrial issues of Victorian High
School Principals' Association, q 612. Representation of teaching profession, 1275.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board Bill,
1307, 1379, 1382, 1383, 1384, 1386, 1387, 1391,
1394,1402,1405,2056.
Victorian High School Principals' AssociationCriticisms of shortage of teachers, q 451. Industrial issues, q 612.
Victorian Tourism Commission-Travel entitlements of Mr D. Faggetter, q 359.
WorkCare-Premiums on payments to contractors,
1175.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1455,
1457, 1491.

""Hansard"-Incorporation of material, 798.
Harness Racing Board-Administration, 1558, 1560,
q 1921.

Harrowfield, Mr J. D. (Mitcham)
Budget for 1986-87-Requests for grants, q 66.
Constitution Act-Alleged breach by honourable
member for Richmond, q 970.

Hayward, Mr D. K. (Prahran)
Industry, Technology and Resources-Viability of
motor vehicle industry, q 1060.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 621, 664,
665,666,667,671,2040.
Supply (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 1512.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1512.
Health-

Department Victoria-Use of Lower Templestowe
land, 600, 603. Services of ethnic health worker at
Chad stone Community Health Centre, 699, 705.
General-Intra-uterine devices, 480. Safety of children's dummies and bottle teats, 599. School
Medical Service, 771. Consumption of red meat,
868. Regulations on sale of homemade produce,
1671, 1785.
Heffernan, Mr V. P. (Ivanhoe)
Alpine Resorts (Amendment) Bill, 1703.
Education-T AFE training course for plum bing and
gasfitting apprentices, 1640.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 1142.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 806.
Melbourne-Building projects, 441. City council
planning powers, 441.
Mines (Amendment) Bill, 1123.
Planning-Building projects in City of Melbourne,
441.
Small Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 113, 1753, 1760.
Southgate Project Bill, 2061.
Travel Agents Bill, 1427.
Youth Affairs Bill, 1729.
Herbicides-Use of"Dybar", 522.
Hill, Mrs J. M. (Frankston North)
Animals-Registration of cats, 975.
Botany Park Estate-Local council boundaries, 1798.
Liquor Control Commission-Sporting club permits, 618.
Natural Resources and Environment CommitteeReport presented: use of uPVC pressure pipe for
water supply purposes, 1570.
Petitions-Red meat trading hours, 295. Liquor
Control Act, 618. Registration of cats, 975. Botany
Park Estate: local council boundaries, 1798.
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Hill, MrsJ. M.-continued
Public Service-Affirmative action program for
women, q 796.
Trading Hours-For red meat, 295.
Water-Use of recycled water, q 1569.
Women-Public Service affirmative action program, q 796
Hill, Mr L. J. (Warrandyte)
Child Minding Regulations Review CommitteeRecommendation, 598.
Courts Amendment Bill. 204.
Deaths-Sir Henry Winneke. 8.
Drugs-National Drug Offensive, q 610.
Education-Croydon High SchooL 161. Croydon
Community School, 351.
Guardianship and Administration Board Bill (No.
2).570.
Housing-Public rental stock, q 715.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 205.
Police Department-Air Wing, q 1792.
Statutory Rules-Disallowance, 1951.
Hirsh, Mrs C. D. (Wantirna)
Alcohol-Labelling of content on containers, 236.
Budget for I 986-87-Requests for grants, q 289.
Drugs-National Drug Offensive phone-in, q 1669.
Education-R~quests for expenditure, q 289. Emergency teachers. q 878.
Intellectually Disabled Persons' Services Bill (No.
2),515.
National Drug Offensive-Response to phone-in,
q 1669.
Points of Order-Reading of speeches, 515.
Youth-Alcohol consumption, 236.
Historic Buildings-'"Buda", Castlemaine, 1670.
Hockley, Mr G. S. (Bentleigh)
Arts. The-Film industry, q 1922.
Charities-Bogus fundraising scheme, 704.
Coal Corporation of Victoria, q 170.
Consumer Affairs-Bogus fundraising scheme, 704.
Film Industry-Government funding, q 1922.
Police Department-Organized crime, q 1369.
Homosexuals-Alleged harassment by police. q 1668.
Honda Australia Pty Ltd-Spare parts for motor cycles,
865,869.
Hospitals-Royal Children's appeal, q 712. Sandringham District and Memorial, 777. Maroondah, 964,
966. Essendon and District Memorial. 1081. Willaura and District, 1180, 1798.

Housing-

Ceneral-Spaceline Homes Pty Ltd, q 294, 70 I, 705,
868, 869, q 1064. Fringe benefit tax liability for
public sector employee housing, q 449. In Geelong
electorate, 490. Building Societies: interest rates,
q 787, q 790, q 793; proposed Government subsidy, q 789. Co-operative housing societies, 961.
Viability of house building industry, q 1064. Loan
subsidies for State Bank, q 1175.
Houses and Units-Public rental stock, q 455, q 609,
q 715. Private rental accommodation, q 612.
Ministry q{-Building program in Colac, 1555.
Rents and Charges-Rental debts, q 609. Rent and
bond assistance scheme, 1039.
Housing Guarantee Fund Ltd, 70 I, 705, 868, 869,
q 1064.

Industrial Training Commission-Apprentice at Wangaratta College ofT AFE, 54, 59.
Industry, Technology and ResourcesIndustry-Submarine construction, 801, q 973.
Motor vehicle industry: viability of, q 1060; fringe
benefits tax, q 449. Inquiry into operations of small
business, q 1062. Assistance for Ballarat, 1265,
1267. Exports, q 1371. Liquor industry: report of
Or John Nieuwenhuysen, q 1372. (See also "Primary Industries".)
Resources-Coal industry, q 170. Nuclear energy,
775, q 1666. Bass Strait gas discovery, q 788, q 875.
Insurance-Third-party: claims, q 22, 463, q 1662,
q 1664; proposed changes, q 530, q 1792; fraudulent claIms, q 1565. Compensation to employers
for WorkCare changes, q 455.
International Year of Peace-Palm Sunday peace
march, q 451.

J
Jasper, Mr K. S. (Murray Valley)
Alcohol-Consumption, q 1568.
Alpine Resorts (Amendment) Bill, 1693, 1716, 1717.
A viation-Proposed national museum for Victoria,
159.
Building and Construction Industry-House building industry, q 1064.
Co-operative Housing Societies-Government
funding, 961.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill, 905.
Education-Integration of disabled children, 442.
Emergency teachers, 866. Capital works program
in Goulburn/North-Eastern region, 1555.
Handicapped Persons-School integration program, 442.
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Jasper, Mr K. S.-continued
Housing-Spaceline Homes Pty Ltd, q 294, 701.
Viability of house building industry, q 1064.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 1136.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 625, 663,
666,667,670,672.
Liquor Industry-Nieuwenhuysen inquiry, q 27,
q 1372.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 824.
Petition-St James police station, 1376.
Rural Water Commission-Regionalization program, 1167.
Small Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 90, 1750, 1755, 1762.
Spaceline Homes Pty Lld, q 294, 701.
Standing Orders Committee-Appointment of Mrs
Setches, 1808.
State Transport Authority-Rail patronage, 350.
Buffet services on country trains, 350. Cobra m
South Road and Benalla-T ocumwal Road level
crossi ng, 1441.
Supply (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 1516.
Taxation (Interest on Overpayments) Bill, 1682.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1516.
Jiangsu Province-Economic ties with Victoria, q 1368.
Teacher and scholar exchanges, q 1372.
John, Mr Michael (Bendigo East)
Administrative Law (University Visitor) Bill, 321.
Budget for 1986-87-Transfer of trust funds from
Public Trustee, q 450.
Children's Court (Amendment) Bill, 2064.
Courts Amendment Bill, 20 I, 1115.
Crimes (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 2066.
Futures Industry (Application of Laws) Bill, 2056.
Guardianship and Administration Board Bill (No.
2),561. 1207, 1208, 1211, 1214, 1216, 1217, 1222,
1225,1228,1229.
Interpretation of Legislation (Amendment) Bill, 320.
Legal Aid Commission (Amendment) Bill, 48, 71.
Legal Profession Practice (Amendment) Bill (No. 2),
2062.
Police Department-Widening of powers, q 1058.
Public Trustee-Transfer of trust funds, q 450.
Transfer of Land (Share Interests) Bill, 150.
Young Offenders (Interstate Transfer) Bill, 2054.
Joint Sittings of Parliament-Victorian Institute of
Marine Sciences council, 39, 322, 414, 437, 447.
Election of Senator, 1850, 1871,1912.
Jolly, Mr R. A. (Dandenong) (Treasurer)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 1180,
1301.

Jolly, Mr R. A.-continued
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department ofAssistance for Mallee wheat farmers, q 26. Commonwealth rural adjustment scheme, q 452. Report
of Professor Lloyd, q 973.
Annual Reporting (Amendment) Bill, 365, 508.
Apprentices-WorkCare indemnity, q 452.
Australian Railways Union-Shunters' strike,
q 1274.
Biological Control Bill, 1934,2017.
Budget for 1986-87-Transfer of trust funds from
Public Trustee, q 450. Effect of oil platform closures in Bass Strait, q 1449.
Crown Intellectual Property (Assignment) (Amendment) Bill, 619, 742,1184.
Economy, The-floating of the Australian dollar,
q 1447.
Employment and Industrial Affairs-Employment
in private sector, q 168.
Esso Australia Lld-Oil platform closures in Bass
Strait, q 1449.
Government-Borrowings, q 1061, q 1063, q 1174,
q 1176.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesProductivity requirement, q 873.
Housing-Loan subsidies for State Bank, q 1175.
Insurance-Third-party: claims, q 22; proposed
changes, q 530, q 1664, q 1792; fraudulent claims,
q 1565. Compensation to employers for WorkCare changes, q 455.
Law Institute of Victoria-Third-party insurance
common law claims, q 22.
Mallee, The-Economic and social hardships, 1291.
Management and Budget, Department of-Cost of
two opposition parties, q 876.
Margarine (Amendment) Bill, 1812, 1962.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Operating costs,
q 1063, q 1174, q 1176. Sale and lease-back of
transport rolling-stock, q 1177.
Miners' Phthisis (Treasury Allowances) Bill, 70, 197.
Motor Accidents Board-Operations, 1443. Fraudulent claims, q 1565.
Motor Vehicle Industry-Effect offringe benefits tax,
q 449, q 1663.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 1156.
Police Department-Staffnumbers, q 873.
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Bill, 1764, 1955,
2074.
Primary Industries-Report of Professor Lloyd on
economic impact of agriculture, q 973.
Public Trustee-Transfer of trust funds, q 450.
Road Traffic Authority-Third-party insurance:
claims, q 22; proposed changes, q 530, q 1664,
q 1792.
State Bank-Housing loan subsidies, q 1175.
State Bank (Amendment) Bill, 70, 197, 752.
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Jolly, Mr R. A.-continued
State Finance-Government: expenditure, q 25;
borrowings, q 1061, q 1063, q 1174, q 1176. Fringe
benefits tax liability for public sector employee
housing, q 449. Sale and lease-back of transport
rolling-stock, q 1177.
State Insurance Office-Activities of inspectors,
q 1175. Property investment, q 1665.
State Transport Authority-Sale and lease-back of
transport rolling-stock, q 1177. Shunters' strike,
q 1274.
Supply (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 718, 802.
Tattersall Consultations (Amendment) Bill, 620, 743.
Taxation-Fringe benefits liability for public sector
employee housing, q 449. Fringe benefits tax on
motor vehicles, q 449, q 1663. Anomaly on land
tax, 1643.
Taxation Acts (Reciprocal Assistance) Bill, 619, 742,
892.
Taxation (Interest on Overpayments) Bill, 880, 1028,
1689.
Transport Accident Bill, 1813, 2021.
WorkCare-Indemnity for apprentices, q 452.
Compensation for insurance employers, q 455.
Injury register, q 875. Premiums on payments to
contractors, q 1175.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 719,
804.
K

Kennedy, Mr A. D. (Bendigo West)
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department ofAssistance for Mallee wheat farmers, q 26.
Grain Industry-Deregulation of grain transport,
q 713.
Historic Buildings-"Buda", Castlemaine, 1670.
Lake Eppalock-Water supply, 1554.
Mallee, The-Water rates assistance, q 1060.
Miners' Phthisis (Treasury Allowances) Bill, 540.
Municipalities-Shire of Marong, 2078.
Petitions-Calder Highway, 294. Conservation of
historical property, 1670.
Road Construction Authority-Calder Highway,
294.
Rural Water Commission-Water rates assistance
in the Mallee, q 1060.
State Transport Authority-Deregulation of grain
transport, q 713.
Supply (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 1523.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1523.
Kennett, Mr J. G. (Burwood) (Leader of the Liberal
Party)
Apprentices-Decrease in numbers, q 1179.
Australian Greek Media Co-operative Ltd, q 876,
]081,1110.
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Kennctt, Mr J. G.-continued
Australian Railways Union, q 1271.
Builders Labourers Federation-Deregistration,
1071.
Building Societies-Interest rates, q 787.
Business of the House-Adjournment, 2075.
Deaths-Sir Henry Winneke, 2. D. K. McKellar,
Esq., 11.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill, 915.
Electoral-Nunawading Province by-election, 976,
q 1057, q 1791, q 1793, q 1919, q 1921, q 1924,
1928.
Government-Social justice policy, q 614.
Grievances, 976.
Housing-Building societies interest rates, q 787,
q 793.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 1135.
Joint Sittings of Parliament-Victorian Institute of
Marine Sciences Council, 447, 448. Election of
Senator, 1912, 1913, 1917.
Labour, Department of-Apprenticeship numbers,
q 1179.
Land Tax-Anomaly, 1637.
Legal Aid Commission-Recovery oflegal costs, 866.
Liberal Party-Privatization policies, 1582.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 654.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 805.
MalIee, The-Economic and social hardships, 1280.
Members-Qualification of honourable member for
Richmond, q 876, 976,1081,1110.
Mental Health BilI (No. 2), 412, 421.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Administration of
Minister for Transport, q 971. Public transport
employee concessions, q 1373.
Ministerial Statements-Deregistration of Builders
Labourers Federation, 1071.
Ministry, The-Administration of Minister for
Transport, q 971.
National Wage Cases-Productivity flow-on to
superannuation, q 24, q 63, q 293.
Personal Explanation-Request for withdrawal of
offensive remark, 616.
Points of Order-Offensive remarks, 32, 605, 618,
923, 925, 1091. Relevancy of remarks, 99, 453,
530, 1733. Identification of quoted documents, 188.
Conduct of question time, 363. Reflection on
Chair, 467. Reading of answer to question, 533.
Answers to questions not to be debated, 611, 1271,
1662. Misleading statement, 792. Eligibility of
honourable member for Richmond, 894, 923, 925.
Tabling of quoted documents, 1277, 1278, 1573.
Criteria for motion for the adjournment of the
House to enable honourable members to discuss a
matter of urgent public importance, 1281. Verification of statement, 1570. Reading of speech, 1730.
Validity of adjournment motion, 1929. Matters
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Kennett, Mr J. G.-continued
raised on motion for the adjournment of the sitting must relate to Government administration,
2077.
Police Department-Ashburton police station, 1347.
Nunawading Province by-election, q 1791, q 1793,
q 1919.q 192I.q 1924, 1928.
Privatization-Policies of Liberal Party, 1582.
Residential Tenancies Bill-Requirement for absolute majority, q 1563.
Senate-Vacancy, 1912, 1913, 1917.
Smail Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 95.
State Insurance Office-Property investment, q 1664.
State Transport Authority-Lease-back arrangements of transport facilities, q 535. Administration of Minister for Transport, q 971. Shunters'
dispute, q 1271. Public transport employee
concessions, q 1373.
Superannuation-Productivity flow-on, q 24, q 63,
q 293.
Travel Agents Bill, 1858, 1864.
Victorian Institute of Marine Sciences-Council
vacancies, 447, 448.
Youth Affairs Bill, 1718. 1742.
Kirkwood, Mr C. W. D. (Preston)
Builders Labourers Federation-Deregistration,
q 792.
Labour, Department of-Traineeship program,
q 1452.
La Trobe University (Amendment) Bill, 1036.
Mortuary Industry and Cemeteries Administration
Committee-Report presented: land reserves at
EItham Cemetery, 1927.
Rulings and 5;tatcJ11ents as Acting SpeakerDebate-Unparliamentary expression, 98. Relevancy of remarks, 99, 917, 945, 954, 958,1256,
1258, 1585. Offensive remarks, 465, 467, 499,500,
730. Reading of speeches, 466, 515. Reflection on
Chair. 467. Eligibility of honourable member for
Richmond. 894. Respect for Chair, 956. Reference
to debate in same session, 1523. Urgency motion
not supported, 1982.
L

Labour, Department of (Formerly known as Employment and Industrial Affairs, Department of)f:mployment-For youth, q 65, q 288. In private
sector, q 168. Statistics, q 286. In building and
construction industry, q 360. Youth Guarantee
Scheme, q 1173, q 1667.
General-Employment ofMr F. Nelson, q 453,704,
710. BLF: deregistration, q 792. Funding of Australian Greek Media Co-operative Ltd, q 874,
q 1272.

Labour, Department of-continued

Training-Participation of women in nontraditional trades, q 1176. Of apprentices, q 1179.
Programs, q 1452.
Lake Eppalock-Water safety, 1554, 1559.
Land (See "Conservation, Forests and Lands-Land".)
Law Courts-Penalties for violent crimes, q 537.
Law Department-Eligibility of commissioners for
taking affidavits, 438.
Law Institute of Victoria-Third-party insurance:
common law claims, 463.
Lea, Mr D. J. (Sandringham)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2038.
Building Societies Bill, 228.
Education-Student maintenance grants, 234.
Emergency teachers, 521. Moorabbin College of
T AFE, 1042. Gelantipy Primary School, 1641.
Education (Miscellaneous Matters) Bill, 139.
Geriatric Services-Nursing beds, 777.
Hospitals-Sandringham and District Memorial,
777.
La Trobe University (Amendment) Bill, 1036.
Post-Secondary Education (Amendment) Bill, 1032.
Road Construction Authority-Roadworks at
Moorabbin College of TA FE, 1042.
Road Traffic Authority---,-Banning of trucks from
Beach Road route, 1350.
Supply (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 1543.
Tattersall Consultations (Amendment) Bill, 897.
Travel Agents Bill, 1411.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board Bill,
1322, 1381, 1383, 1384, 1395, 1398.
Victorian Institute of Secondary Education-Moderation courses, 521.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1543.
Youth Affairs Bill, 1745.
Legal Aid Commission-Recovery of legal costs, 866,
871.
Legal and Constitutional Committee-Reports presented: Australian Constitutional Convention, 363;
Subordinate Legislation and Interpretation of
Legislation Act 1984, 1279; Adoption (Inter
Country Adoption Fees) Regulations 1986, 1927.
Leigb, Mr G. G. (Malvern)
Electoral-Nunawading Province by-election, 1910.
Grievances, 496.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 1148.
Local Government Department-Position of director-general, 237.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 819.
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Leigh. Mr G. G.-continued
Municipalities-Restructure. 2079.
Oakleigh-City council, 496, q 877. 965.
Points of Order-Tabling of documents. 700.
Unparliamentary expression, 1130. Reference to
debate in same session. 1743.
Police Department-Murrumbeena police station,
1348. 1787. Nunawading Province by-election,
1910.
Road Construction Authority (Lands) Bill. 1614,
1877.
Small Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill. 107.
Supply (1986-87. No. 1) Bill, 1528.
Supreme Court (Rules of Procedure) Bill, 1816.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1528.
Youth Affairs Bill. 1743.
Leighton Contractors Pty Ltd, q 169.
Liberal Party-Overseas trips of former Ministers. 317.
Political affiliation of Public Service members. 464.
Privatization policies, 1570.
Lieberman, Mr L. S. (Benambra)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2037.
Alpine Resorts (Amendment) Bill, 1696.
Apprentices-WorkCare indemnity, q 452.
Biological Control Bill, 2020.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill, 912.
Education-Apprentices at Wangaratta College of
TAFE,54.
Guardianship and Administration Board Bill
(No. 2), 1184.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 951.
Industrial Training Commission-Apprentices at
Wangaratta College ofT AFE, 54.
Legal Aid Commission (Amendment) Bill, 51.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 650.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill. 754.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2). 373,414.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 954.
State Electricity Commission-Electricity supply to
Wodonga area, 439.
Statutory Rules-Disallowance, 1952.
Supply (1986-87. No. 1) Bill, 1547.
WorkCare-Indemnity for apprentices, q 452.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1547.

Local Government Department-Pc sition of directorgeneral, 237, 241.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) BiIlConflict of interest of honourable member for
Frankston South, 798, 800.
Lyrebirds-Population in Sherbrooke Forest, 158.
M
McCutcheon, Mr Andrew (St Kilda) (Minister for Water
Resources, and Minister for Property and Services)
Emergency Management Bill, 745.
Environment-Toxic waste treatment plant, 709.
Discharge of effluent into Kananook Creek, 870.
Frankston Sewerage Authority-Discharge of effluent
into Kananook Creek, 870.
Mallee, The-Water rate assistance, q 1060.
Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of WorksToxic waste treatment plant, 709. Industrial waste
facilities, 1644.
Mo rwel I Water Board-Chlorination of Boolarra
water supply, 1644.
Public Contracts (Repeal) Bill, 620, 744.
Public Record Office-Services, 354.
Public Records (Amendment) Bill, 880, 1112, 1630.
Rural Water Commission-Water rates assistance
in Mallee, q 1060. Regionalization program, 1170,
1269.
Titles Office-Computerization, q 1277.
Trifoleum Pty Ltd, 1644.
Water-Rate assistance in MalIee, q 1060. Use of
recycled water, q 1569. Country town water supply improvement program, 1644.
Water (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1181, 1344.
Water Safety-At Lake Eppalock, 1559.

McDonald, Mr M. J. (Whittlesea)
Education-Whittlesea Technical-High School, 518.
Honda Australia Pty Ltd-A vailability of spare parts
for motor cycles, 865.
Municipalities-Tree clearing near State Electricity
Commission power lines, q 974.
Petitions-Red meat trading hours, 295.
Police Department-Closure of stations, q 290. Services in country areas, q 361.
Public Works Department-Whittlesea Technical-High School, 518.
State Electricity Commission-Tree clearing near
power lines, q 974.
Trading Hours-For red meat, 295.

Liquor Control Commission-Sporting club permits,
618.
Liquor Industry-Inquiry, q 27. Report of Dr John
Nieuwenhuysen, q 1372.
Local Government (See "Municipalities".)

McGrath, Mr J. F. (Warrnambool)
Building Societies Bill, 220, ~31.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill, 907,
909.
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McGrath, Mr J. F.-continued
Education-Integration of disabled children, 496.
Grievances. 493.
Handicapped Persons-School integration program. 496.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amusement
Machines) Bill. 1989. 1993.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2).411.
Racing (Amendment) Bill (No. 2). 1238.
Road Construction Authority-Road funding. 493.
Acquisition of property in Boundary Road, Koroit,
1440.
State Transport Authority-Buffet services on
country trains. 496.
Travel Agents Bill, 1417.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board Bill,
1389.
Wrongs (Animals Straying on Highways) Act, 494.
McGrath, Mr W. D. (Lowan)
Amusement Machines-Control. 963.
Consumer Affairs-Safety of children's dummies and
bottle teats. 599.
Country Fire Authority-Funding of emergency services. 158.
Deaths-D. K. McKellar. Esq .. 15.
Education-Horsham High School, 440. Teacher
shortage. 440.
Grain Industry-Proposed Royal Commission into
handling and storage, q 1177, 1265.
Health-Safety of children's dummies and bottle
teats, 599.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill. 817.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill.
300. 310. 313, 316. II 16.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2),413.
Police Department-Detection of drug levels in
drivers, 865.
Pollution of Waters by Oil and Noxious Substances
Bill. 928.
Pope John Paul-State reception. 1166.
Racing-Central grading for greyhounds, q 1375.
Racing (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1233, 1243.
Sport and Recreation-Control of amusement
machines, 963.
State Emergency Service-Funding, 158.
State Transport Authority-Freight operation losses,
q 877. Freight charges for grain. q 1177, 1265.
McKellar, The Late D. K., Esq., 10.
McNamara, Mr P. J. (Benalla)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2034.
Alpine Resorts (Amendment) Bill, 1706.

McNamara. Mr P. J.-continued
Contract Cleaning Industry (Long Service Leave) Bill,
1773.
Emergency Management Bill, 1892, 1901, 1902, 1903,
1905, 1965, 1968, 1969, 1972, 1975, 1976, 1977.
Fire Authorities (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1817.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesProductivity requirement, q 873, 1005.
Grievances, 1005.
Guardianship and Administration Board Bill (No.
2),1204.
Homosexuals-Alleged harassment by police, q 1668.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 592, 1159.
Law Department-Penalties for violent crimes,
q 537.
Local Government (Miscellaneous Amendments)
Bill, 1181.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2), 425.
Ministry, The-Censure of Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, 719.
Points of Order-Offensive remark, 2035.
Police Department-Training policy, q 454. Police
services, 719. Closure of police stations, q 787.
Staff numbers, q 873. Administration, lOOS.
Directive for productivity improvement, 1005.
Alleged harassment of gay liberation organizations, q 1668. Marnoo station, q 1924. Prosecution of interstate drivers for traffic infringements,
2077.
State Relief Committee Bill, 42.
Werribee Land Bill, 542.
Youth Affairs Bill, 1725.
Maclellan, Mr R. R. C. (Berwick)
Alpine Resorts (Amendment) Bill, 1700, 1711.
Australian Greek Media Co-operative Ltd-Membership, 1096.
Australian Labor Party-Lalor Central branch, 2076.
Biological Control Bill, 2021.
Building Societies Bill, 226.
Constitution Act-Alleged breach by honourable
member for Richmond, 1096.
Courts Amendment Bill, 206.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill, 910.
Emergency Management Bill, 620.
Extractive Industries (Lysterfield) Bill, 1603.
Guardianship and Administration Board Bill (No.
2),1208,1209,1210,1213,1218,1223,1226,1228.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 956.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 638, 669,
675,2041.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 857.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amusement
Machines) Bill, 1990, 2000,2002,2003, 2006, 2007,
2008.
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Maclellan, Mr R. R. C.-continued
Members-Qualification of honourable member for
Richmond, 1096.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2), 366,411,424.
Points of Order-Rule of anticipation, 177. Relevancy of remarks, 205. Reflection on members,
462. Offensive remarks, 465, 467. Reading of
speeches, 511, 513, 515. Interjections, 1074.
Tabling of quoted documents, 1277, 1278. Criteria for motion for the adjournment of the House
to enable honourable members to discuss a matter
of urgent public importance, 1282. Bill to be treated
as private Bill, 1594. Validity of adjournment
motion, 1932. Matters raised on motion for the
adjournment of sitting must relate to Government
administration, 2077.
Public Records (Amendment) Bill, 1625.
Road Construction Authority (Lands) Bill, 1455,
1885.
Small Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill. 1751, 1756.
Standing Orders Committee-Appointment of Mrs
Setches, 1801.
State Relief Committee Bill, 43.
State Transport Authority-lease-back arrangements of transport facilities, q 531.
Travel Agents Bill, 1430, 1431, 1432, 1434, 1436,
1857, 1858, 1866.
Magna Dry-Carpet cleaning company, 160.
Mallee, The-Water rates assistance, q 1060. Economic and social hardships, 1280.
Management and Budget, Department of-Cost of two
opposition parties, q 876.
Maroondah Accommodation Service, 1039.
Maroondah Cycle Training Club Incorporated, 1441,
1445.
Mathews, Mr C. R. T. (Oakleigh) (Minister for the
Arts, and Minister for Police and Emergency
Services)
Arts, The-Film industry, q 1922.
Australian Bicentennial Authority-Proposed celebrations, q 68.
A viation-Proposed national museum for Victoria,
164.
Carpet Cleaning-Activities of Magna Dry company, 164.
Children's Court (Amendment) Bill, 1608, 1675,
2066.
Constitution (British Subjects) Bill, 1165, 1182.
Country Fire Authority-Funding for emergency
services, 162.
Courts Amendment Bill, 211, 212, 1115.
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Mathews, MrC. R. T.-continued
Crimes (Amendment) Bill (No. 2) 1609, 1677.
Emergency Management Bill, 620, 1899, 1900, 1902,
1904, 1907, 1964, 1965, 1966, 1967, 1968, 1970,
1971, 1972, 1973, 1974, 1975, 1976, 1977.
Estate Agents (Amendment) Bill, 864.
Film Industry-Government funding, q 1922.
Fire Authorities (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 880,1028,
1817.
Freedom of Information (Amendment) Bill, 1847.
Futures Industry (Application of Laws) Bill, 864,
2058.
Grievances, 982.
Homosexuals-Alleged harassment by police,
q 1669.
land Acquisition and Compensation Bill, 1813.
legal Aid Commission (Amendment) Bill, 52, 71.
legal Profession Practice (Amendment) Bill (No. 2),
1165,1182.
liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 631.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2), 422, 431, 436.
Ministry, The-Minister for Police and Emergency
Services: censure, 733; alleged misleading of Parliament, 982.
Police DepartmentCrime-Bomb explosion at Russell Street, 779.
Organized,779.
General-Services in country areas, q 361. Training
policy, q 454. Uniform of Traffic Operations
Group, 709. Police services, 733. Police Complaints Authority, q 794. Detection of drug levels
in drivers, 871. Alleged harassment of gay liberation organizations, q 1669. Air Wing, q 1792.
Traffic infringements by interstate drivers, 2082.
SlqU:-At Bendigo, q 454.
Stations-Rosebud, 163. Capital works program,
163. Closure, q 712, q 788, 982, q 1665. Murrumbeena, 1268, 1788. Marnoo, 1788, q 1925.
State Emergency Service-Funding, 162.
Melbourne - Building projects, q 357,441,444.
Melbourne and Metropolian Board of WorksGeneral- Treatment facilities: for toxic waste, 702,
709; for industrial waste, 1640, 1644.
Rates and Charges-Drainage rate for Gruyere residents, 1926.
Members - Conflict of interest: of honourable member for Frankston South, 798, 800; of honourable
member for Richmond, q 874, q 876, q 970, 977,
1081. Parliamentary privilege, 999. Qualification
of honourable member for Richmond, 1081. Letter of honourable member for Ballarat North in
Bal/arat Courier, 1265,1267.
Mental Health Services - Support services, 363.
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Metropolitan Transit AuthorityBus Services-In Caulfield area, 519, 524. Wheelers
Hill-Glen Waverley, 235. Cost of new buses,
q 1668. School bus service to Haileybury College,
Keysborough, 1671. For Warrandyte and Doncaster, 1908.
Fares-Travel concessions for tertiary students,
q 1924.
General-Rental of railway easements in Werribee,
442. Development of land at Hampton station,
517, 523. Administration of Minister for Transport, q 971, 1934. Operating costs, q 1063, q 1064,
q 1173, q 1174, q 1176, q 1447, q 1566. Sale and
lease-back oftransport rolling-stock, q 1177. Crime
at Essendon railway station, 1347, 1351. Public
transport employee concessions, q 1367, q 1368,
q 1369, q 1370, q 1372, q 1373, q 1375. Capital
expenditure, q 1448. Staffing targets, q 1451.
Quantitative targets, q 1564. Early retirement
scheme, q 1568. Stephensons Road rail bridge,
Mount Waverley, 1911.
Level Crossings-Pedestrian safety at Thomastown
crossing, 440. Springvale Road, 1570.
Taxis-Foletta report, q 67. Frankston fare boundary,455.
Tram Services-Footscray-Moonee Ponds, 33, 173.
Route No. 72, 867, 870. (See also "State Transport
Authority".)

Morwell Water Board - Chlorination of Boolarra
water supply, 1638, 1644.
Motion for the Adjournment of the House to enable
Honourable Members to Discuss a Matter of
Urgent Public Importance - Nunawading Province by-election, 1928.
Motor Accidents Board - Operations, 1439, 1443.
Fraudulent claims, q 1565.
Motor Car Traders Committee - Licensing of Mr R.
V. Renzella, 438, 445, 486.
Motor Cycles 865,869.

Availability of Honda spare parts,

Motor Vehicle Industry - Effect of fringe benefits tax,
q 449.
Municipal Association of Victoria - Road conference
at Traralgon, q 794.

MunicipalitiesFinance-Federal Government funding, q 1067. For
human services, q 169.
Flinders-Paediatric and infant welfare services,
1797, 1798.
FrankslOn-Inclusion of Botany Park Estate, Carrum Downs, 1798.
General-Restructure, q 22, q 29, 31, q 168, 174,
1020, q 1275, q 1449, 2079, 2082. Tree clearing
near SEC power lines, q 974. Rate payments, 1038,
1046. Cost of local government inquiries, q 1061.
Micallef, Mr E. J. (Springvale)
1986 elections, q 1374.
Education-Questionnaire to schools in east GippsKeilor-City council: allegations of corruption, 483,
land, q 717.
q 533. Panel beating works permit, 483.
Export Markets-For Victoria, q 1371.
Marong-Activities of council, 2078, 2082.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 1146.
Melbourne-Approval of building projects, q 357,
Petitions-Springvale Road railway crossing, 1570.
441,444.
Points of Order-Offensive remarks, 428, 1092,2035.
Oakleigh-City council, 496, q 877, 965, 968.
Reflection on Chair, 467.
SI Kilda-City council: allegations of corruption, 483,
Victorian Economic Development Corporation520, 524,q 533,599,606,700,708,1000.
Assistance for exporters, q 1371.
Sunshine-City council: allegations of corruption,
483, q 533.
Waverley-Proposed indoor sports stadium, 2079.
Yackandandah-Pecuniary interest declarations of
Milk (See "Primary Industries-Dairy".)
Cr Norm Scott, 53, 59.
Ministerial Statement - Deregistration of Builders
Labourers Federation, 1067.
Ministry, The - Minister for Transport: travel
arrangements, q 25, q 27; administration, q 971;
censure, 1934. Overseas trips offormer Ministers,
317. Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
censure, 719; alleged misleading of Parliament,
980,982. Change, 787.
Mortuary Industry and Cemeteries Administration
Committee - Extension of time for presentation
of final report, 1377. Report presented: Land
Reserves at Eltham Cemetery, 1927.

N

National Crime Authority, 1015.
National Drug Offensive, q 610, q 711, q 1058, 1443,
q 1669.
National Parks Service-Report presented: for the year
1984-85, 20 I O.
National Tennis Centre-Projected cost, q 1795.
National Wage Cases-Productivity flow-on to superannuation, q 24, q 63, q 293.
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Natural Resources and Environment CommitteeReport presented: use of uPVC pressure pipe for
water purposes, IS 70.

Norris, Mr T. R. (Dandenong)
Alcohol-Advertising, 55.
Australian Bicentennial Authority-Proposed celebrations, q 68.
Australian Broadcasting Tribunal-Alcohol and
tobacco advertising, 55.
.
Drugs-National Drug Offensive, q 1058.
Gas. and Fuel Corporation-Facilities for paying
accounts in Dandenong West, 1262.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 636.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill.
303,312.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amusement
Machines) Bill. 1986.
Racing (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1236.
Road Traffic Authority-Traffic lights for Noble Park
intersections, 772.
Senior Citizens' Week, 1439.
State Electricity Commission-Facilities for paying
accounts in Dandenong West, 1262.
Supply (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 1537.
Tobacco-Advertising, 55.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill. 1537.
Youth-"Dry" djscothequc,ven,\1es, 962.

Nuclear Power, 775, q 1666.
Nunawading Province By-election (See "Electoral".)

o
Oakleigh-Claytou Citizens Advice Bureau-Funding.
1169.
p
Parliament-Chamber clock, 69. Televising of proceedings, 1636. (See also "Business of the House"
and "Members".)
Peace March-On Palm Sunday, q 451.
Peninsula Vehicle Sales Pty Ltd, 438,445,486.

Pertin, Mr D. J. (Bulleen)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2032.
Building Societies Bill, 223.
Contract Cleaning Industry (Long Service Leave) Bill,
1778,
Crimes (Amendment) Bill (No. 2). 2069.
Guardianship and Administration Board Bill (No.
2),1199.
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Perrin, Mr D. J.-continued
Health Department Victoria-Use of Lower
Templestowe land, 600.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 597, 940.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2), 416.
Petitions-Bicentennial road funds program, 538.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 1140.
Road Construction Authority-Bicentennial road
funds program, 538.
Small Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 102, 1750, 1753, 1761.
Supply (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, ISO 1.
Taxation Acts (Reciprocal Assistance) Bill, 891.
Taxation (Interest on Overpayments) Bill, 1685.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1501.
Personal Explanations-By Mr I. W. Smith, 31, 317.
By Mr Gude, 615. By Mr Kennett, 616. By
Mr B. J. Evans, 718. By MrWilliams, 754. By Mr
Weideman,800.

Pescott, Mr Roger (Bennettswood)
Alpine Resorts (Amendment) Bill, 1690, 1709, 1718.
Australian Greek Media Co-operative Ltd-Funding: by Ethnic Affairs Commission, q 873, q 874;
by Department of Labour, q 874; membership,
1108.
Constitution Act-Alleged breach by honourable
member for Richmond, q 874, 1108.
Education-Jordanville Technical School, 1441.
Ethnic Affairs-Funding of Australian Greek Media
Co-operative Ltd, q 873, q 874.
Grievances, 457.
Members-Conflict of interest of honourable member for Richmond, q 874, 1108. Qualification of
honourable member for Richmond, I 108.
National Parks (Amendment) Bill, 1845.
Travel Agents Bill, 1406, 1431, 1432, 1434, 1436,
1856,1857,1866,1867,1868.
Victorian Tourism Commission-Travel entitlements of Mr D. Faggetter, q 167, q 285, q 289,
q 357, q 359,457.
Petitions-Animal experimentation, 33. Child care and
kindergarten programs, 33, 173. FootscrayMoonee Ponds tram service, 33, 173. Forest preservation, 34, 69. Red meat trading hours, 34,295,
456. Submarine contract, 69, 801. Police station
manning, 173. Calder Highway, 294. Mental health
support services, 363. Frankston taxi fare boundary, 455. Bicentennial road funds program, 538.
Drug safety evaluation centre, 618. Liquor Control Act, 618. Registration of cats, 975. Essendon
and District Memorial Hospital, 1081. Willaura
and District Hospital, 1180, 1798. Dutson Downs
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Petitions-continued
waste disposal, 1279. Police station closure, 1376.
Birth, death and marriage records, 1569. Springvale Road railway crossing, 1570. Conservation of
historical property, 1670. School bus service in
Keysborough, 1671. Sale of homemade produce,
1671. Early childhood paediatric service in Shire
of Rinders, 1797. Infant welfare service in Shire
of Rinders, 1798. Botany Park Estate: local council boundaries, 1798. Drainage rate at Gruyere,
1926. Primary education expenditure, 1926.
Waverley Employment Resource Centre, 1926.
Traffic control signals, East Kew, 1926.
Pharmaceuticals-Disruption in supply due to industrial action, 2079, 2081.
Planning and Environment-

Environment-Use of "Dybar" herbicide in Morwell,
522. Toxic waste treatment facilities, 702, 709.
Discharge of effluent into Kananook Creek, 864,
870. Dutson Downs waste disposal, 1279.
Planning-Building projects in City of Melbourne,
q 357,441,444. Development ofland at Hampton
railway station, 517, 523. Of Telecom facilities in
housing developments, 1442.
Plowman, Mr S. J. (Evelyn)
Abalone Divers-Licences, q 975.
Boer Bros Frozen Food (Wholesale) Pty Ltd, 703,
q 714.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill, 919.
Education-St Mary's School for Deaf Children,
1638. Levels of expenditure for primary schooling, 1926.
Education (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 888.
Fishing Industry-Abalone divers' licences, q 975.
Land (Miscellaneous Matters) Bill (No. 2), 2064.
Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of WorksDrainage rate at Gruyere, 1926.
Mines (Amendment) Bill, 1123.
National Parks (Amendment) Bill, 1025, 1817, 1841,
1842, 1843, 1844, 1845.
Pe1ltions-Drainage rate at Gruyere, 1926. Primary
education expenditure, 1926.
Points of Order-Offensive remark, 32. Relevancy
of remarks, 909.
Southgate Project Bill, 1815, 2060.
Transport Workers Union-Boer Bros Frozen Food
(Wholesale) Pty Ltd, 703, q 714.
Werribee Land Bill, 70, 196, 542.
Zoological Parks and Gardens (Amendment) Bill,
901.
Plumbers and Gasfitters Employees Union of Australia (See "Unions".)

Police Complaints Authority, q 794.
Police Department-

Crime-Bomb explosion at Russell Street, 773, 779.
Organized, 773, 779, 1Ol3, q 1369. Fraud Squad
investigation of Public Works Department, 986,
990, 1266, 1270, q 1670, 1786, 1788.
General-Nunawading Province by-election, q 357,
q 1661,q l791,q 1793,1910, 1911,q 1919,q 1921,
q 1924, 1928. Services in country areas, q 361, 719.
Training policy, q 454. Uniform of Traffic Operations Group, 70 I, 709. Police powers, 719, q 1058.
Police Complaints Authority, q 794. Detection of
drug levels of drivers, 865, 871. Directive for productivity improvement, q 873. Administration,
1005. Alpine trip reporting scheme, q 1179. Alleged
harassment of gay liberation organizations, q 1668.
Air Wing, q 1792. Traffic infringements by interstate drivers, 2077, 2082.
Staff-For Yallourn North, 173. At Bendigo, q 454.
Numbers, 719, q 873.
Stations-Proposed regional station at Rosebud, 159,
163. Korong Vale, 173. Closure, q 290, q 712,
q 787,979,982,1376, q 1665. Murrumbeena, 1261,
1268,1348,1352,1787,1788. Ashburton, 1347,
1352. St lames, 1376. Mamoo, 1785, 1788, q 1924.
Pollution (See "Planning and EnvironmentEnvironment".)
Pope John Paul 11 - State reception, 1166, 1170.

Pope, Mr N. A. (Monbulk)
Builders Labourers Federation-Assets, q 1059.
Education-Funding of schools, 600. Tecoma Primary School, 600.
Forests-Lyrebird population in Sherbrooke, 158.
Grievances, 999.
Insurance-Third-party fraudulent claims, q 1565.
Labour, Department of-Employment statistics,
q 286.
Members-Parliamentary privilege, 999.
Motor Accidents Board-Fraudulent claims, q 1565.
Municipalities-St Kilda City Council, 700, 1000.
Public Works Department-Administration, 1001.
Victorian Tourism Commission-Travel entitlements ofMr D. Faggetter, 1001.

Primary IndustriesFishing-Abalone divers' licences, q 975.
General-Consumption of red meat, 868. Report of
Professor Lloyd on economic impact of agriculture, q 972.
Grain-Assistance for Mallee wheat farmers, q 26.
Deregulation of grain transport, q 713. Proposed
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Primary Industries-continued
Royal Commission into handling and storage,
q 1177. 1265.
Timher-Logging in east Gippsland, q 359.
Privatization-Policies of Liberal Party, 1570.
Privileges Committee-Appointment of Mr Simpson,
1799.
Public Bodies Review Committee-Members, 295.
Reports presented: Victorian Wheat Advisory
Committee, 1798: Stock Medicines Board, 1927.
Public Record Office-Services, 349, 354.
Public Service-Travel entitlements of officers, q 290.
Political affiliation of members, 464. Affirmative
action program for women, q 796. Unattached
positions, 1003.
Public Service Board-Administration, 1003.
Public Transport (See "Metropolitan Transit Authority" and "State Transport Authority".)
~ubIic

Trustee-Transfer oftrust funds, q 450.

Public Works Department-

General-Administration, 469,473, q 612,615,985,
990, 100 I, 1266, 1270. On-site agreements with
non-union architects, 1438, 1444, 1639, 1645.
Tenders, q 1563. Alleged fraud, q 1670, 1786, 1788.
Schools-Whittlesea Technical-High, 518, 524.
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Ramsay, Mr J. H.-continued
Housing-

General-Building societies: proposed Government
subsidy, q 789. Interest rates, q 790. Rent and bond
assistance scheme, 1039.
Houses and Units-Public rental stock, q 609. Private rental accommodation, q 612.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 946.
Industry, Technology and Resources-Nuclear
energy, 775.
Maroondah Accommodation Service, 1039.
Mines (Amendment) Bill, 1117, 1339, 1340, 1341,
1342,1344.
Points of Order-Order of call, 597, 1279. Relevancy of remarks, 917. Answers to questions not
to be debated, 1453. Bill to be treated as private
Bill,1594.
State Electricity Commission (Amendment) Bill,
1847,1850,1855.
Taxation (Interest on Overpayments) Bill, 1687.
Ray, Mrs M. E. (Box Hill)
Carpet Cleaning-Activities of Magna Dry company, 160.
Education-Restructure of Ministry, q 172. Reorganization of schools, q 1178. Post-primary,
q 1925.
Intellectually Disabled Persons' Services Bill (No.
2), 511.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2), 345.

Q
Qantas Airways-Direct flights between Melbourne
and Japan, q 615.
R

Racing-

General-Race broadcasting, 58, 60. Proposed rac-

Real Estate-Advertising by Allan Baldwin Sales Real
Estate, 1264.
Remington, Mr K. H. (Melbourne)
Budget for 1986-87-Community comment, q 360.
Municipalities-U ntied Commonwealth funding,
q 1067.

ing commission, 239, 241.

Greyhound-Central grading, q 1375.
lIarness-Harness Racing Board, 1558, 1560, q 1921.
(See also "Totalizator Agency Board".)
Railways (See "Metropolitan Transit Authority" and
"State Transport Authority".)
Ramsay, Mr J. H. (8alwyn)
Building Societies-Proposed Government subsidy,
q 789. Interest rates, q 790.
Building Societies Bill, 2 I 4, 231, 232, 233.
Deaths-Sir Henry Winneke, 7.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill, 903.
Extractive Industries (Amendment) Bill, 72, 78.
Extractive Industries (Lysterfield) Bill, 1114, 1593.

Residential Tenancies Bill-Requirement for absolute
majority, q 1563.
Reynolds, Mr T. C. (Gisborne)
Education-Bacchus Marsh High School, 1787.
Gambling-Poker machines, q 715.
Harness Racing Board-Administration, 1558.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill,
152,296,311,315,317,1117.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amusement
Machines) Bill, 1978,2000,2001,2003,2004,2006,
2007,2009.
Motor Accidents Board-Operations, 1439.
Municipalities-Proposed indoor sports stadium in
City ofWaverley, 2079.
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Road Traffic Authority-continued

Reynolds, Mr T. C.-contin.ued
National Tennis Centre-Projected cost, q 1795.
Racing-Race broadcasting, 58. Proposed racing
commission, 239. Harness Racing Board, 1558.
Racing (Amendm~ntrBill (No. 2), 620, 1229, 1243,
1244.
Sport and Recreation-Race broadcasting, 58. Proposed indoor sports stadium in City ofWaverley,
2079.
Tennis-National centre: projected cost, q 1795.
Richardson, Mr J. I. (Forest Hill)
Alpin'e Resorts (Amendment) Bill, 1704.
Animals-Experimentation, 33,618.
Deaths-D. K. McKellar, Esq., 19.
Grievances, 1003.
Guardianship and Administration Board Bill (No.
2), 1188.
La Trobe University (Amendment) Bill, 1036.
Petitions-Animal experimentation, 33, 618.
Points of Order-Proceedings of House, 597. Relevancy of remarks, 945. Reference to debate in same
session, 1743.
Post-Secondary Education (Amendment) Bill, 1032.
Public Records (Amendment) Bill, 1628.
Public Service-Unattached positions, 1003.
Public Service Board-Administration, 1003.
Small Business Development Corporation (Amend.
.
ment) Bill,128.·
Travel Agents Bill, 1419, 1430, 1431, 1434, 1437,
1860,1865.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board Bill,
1332, 1393, 1397.
: !

Riding for the Disabled Ass9ciation of VictoriaFunding, 1017, 1348.
Road Construction Authority-

Bridges-Corangamite, 31. Echuca-Moama road-rail
bridge, q 1923. (See also "West Gate Bridge".)
Freeways-Mulgrave and South-Eastern link road,
q 712. Proposed extension of Eastern, 1345, 1350.
General-Acquisition of properly in Boundary Road,
Koroit, 1440, 1445. Rental ofleased property, 1441,
1445. Capital expenditure, q 1448. Quantitative
targets, q 1564. Operating expenditure, q 1566.

Roads-Calder Highway, 294. Funding, 493, q 1796.
Bicentennial program, 538. Mulgrave and SouthEastern freeways link road, q 712. Survey of rural
arterial roads, q 794. Works at Moorabbin College
of TA FE, 1042, 1043.
Road Traffic Authority-

General-Administration, 56, 59. Capital expenditure,
q 1448, q 1450. Credit card facilities, 1556, 1560.

Quantitative targets, q 1564. Operating expenditure, Q 1566.

Pedestrian Crossings-For Noble Park intersections,
772, 777. Rationalization of crossings near schools,
1020. School crossings in Glen Waverley electorate, 1041; 1043. Traffic lights for Kew intersection, 1926.
Road Traffic-Banning of trucks from Beach Road
route, 1350.
Road Vehicles- Third-party insurance, q 22, 463,
q 530; q 1662, q 1664, q 1792. Transfer of registration, 52, 58. R~gistration delays,. q 713.
Roper, Mr T. W. (Brunswick) (Minister for Transport)
Australian Workers Union, 966, q 969.
Beach, Janine, Memorial Drug Centre, 1351, 2081.
Bicycles-Cyclists' safety helmets, q 1567.
Cemeteries (Amendment) Bill, 863, 880.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Travel arrangements of
Minister for Transport, q 25, q 27.
Drugs-Counselling program of Mr K. Beach, 1351,
2081.
Federated Store men and Packers Union of Australia, 2081.
Grain Industry-Deregulation of grain transport,
q 713. Proposed Royal Commission into handling
and storage, q I 177.
Guardianship and Administration Board Bill (No.
2),1204,1206,1208,1209,1210,1211,1212,1214,
1216, 1217, 1218, 1222, 1224, 1226, 1228, 1229,
2044,
Health. Department Victoria-Use of Lower
Templestowe land, 603.
Hospitals-Maroondah, 966,
Intellectually Disabled Persons' Services Bill (No.
2), 543, 545, 546, 547, 548, 551, 554, 555, 556,
560,.561,2045.
Maroondah Cycle Training Club Incorporated, 1445.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2), 382, 398, 399, 400, 401,
402,403,404,405,406,410,2053.
Metropolitan Transit Authority~
Bus Services-In Caulfield area, 524. Cost of new
buses, q 1668.
Fares-Travel concessions for tertiary students,
q 1-924.
General-Development ofland.at Hampton railway
station, 523. Operating costs, q 1064, q 1173,
q 1447, q 1566. Crime at Essendon railway station, 1351. Public transport employee concessions, q 1367, q 1368, q 1369, q 1371, q 1372,
q 1375. Capital expenditure, q 1449. Staffing targets, q 1451. Quantitative targets, q 1565. Early
retirement scheme, q 1568. Administration, 1945.
Taxis-Foletta report, q67.
Tram Services-Route No. 72,870.
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Roper. Mr T. W.-continued
Ministry, The-Travel arrangements of Minister for
Transport. q 25. q 27. Censure of Minister for
Transport. 1945.
Municipal Association of Victoria-Road conference at Traralgon, q 794.
Pathology Services Accreditation (Amendment) Bill.
1553.1609.
Pharmaceuticals-Disruption in supply due to
industrial action, 2081.
Planning Appeals Board-Development of land at
Hampton railway station, 523.
Points of Order-Offensive remarks, 32, 52. 617.
Pollution of Waters by Oil and Noxious Substances
Bill. 70. 198.940.
Road Construction AuthorityBridges-Echuca-Moama road-rail bridge, q 1923.
Freeways-Mulgrave and South-Eastern link road.
q 712. Proposed extension of Eastern, 1350.
General-Acquisition of property in Boundary Road,
Koroit, 1445. Rental of leased property, 1445.
Capital expenditure, q 1449. Quantitative targets.
q 1565. Operating expenditure, q 1566.
Roads-Mulgrave and South-Eastern freeways link
road. q 712. Survey of rural arterial roads. q 794.
Funding, q 1796.
Road Construction Authority (Lands) Bill, 1455.
1613,1887.
Road Traffic AuthorityGeneral-Administration, 59. Motor vehicle registration delays, q 713. Capital expenditure, q 1449,
q 1450. Credit card facilities, 1560. Quantitative
targets, q 1565. Operating expenditure, q 1566.
Pedestrian Crossings-School crossings in Glen
Waverleyelectorate, 1043.
Road Tr~tfic-Banning of trucks from Beach Road
route, 1350.
Road Vehicles-Transfer of registration, 58.
State Finance-Government borrowings, q 1064,
q 1173,q 1447.
State Transport AuthorityFares and Freight-Revenue, q 171. Freight charges
for grain, q 1177. Travel concessions for tertiary
students, q 1924.
General-lease-back arrangements of transport
facilities, q 529, q 532, q 535, q 536. Sale of land
policy, 602. Deregulation of grain transport, q 713.
Industrial disruption, q 716. Freight operation
losses, q 877, 966. Railway investigation officers,
1044, q 1065. Public transport employee concessions, q 1367, q 1368, q 1369, q 1371, q 1372,
q 1375. Capital expenditure, q 1449. Staffing targets, q 1451. Quantitative targets, q 1565. Operating expenditure, q 1566. Early retirement scheme,
q 1568. V/line freight division, q 1794.
Echuca-Moama road-rail bridge, q 1923. Administration, 1945.
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Roper. Mr T. W.-continued

Level Crossings-At Tramway Road, Morwell, 1043.
Cobram South Road and Benalla-Tocumwal
Road,1445.
Rail Services-Patronage, q 292. Shunters' strike,
q 877, 966, q 969. Closure of Nhill and Kaniva
stations, q 1666.
Ross-Edwards, Mr Peter (Shepparton) (leader of the
National Party)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2026.
Australian Greek Media Co-operative lld-Membership, 1103. Community Employment Program
grant. q 1272.
Builders Labourers Federation-Dispute, q 65. Deregistration, 1077.
Building and Construction Industry-Builders
Labourers Federation dispute, q 65. Supply of
power to building companies, q 969.
Children's Court (Amendment) Bill, 2066.
Courts Amendment Bill, 204.
Crimes (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 2069.
Deaths-Sir Henry Winneke, 4. D. K. McKellar,
Esq., 12.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill, 920.
Electoral-Nunawading Province by-election, q 357,
q 1057, q 1661, q 1920.
Futures Industry (Application of Laws) Bill, 2057.
Gas and Fuel Corporation-Supply of power to
building companies, q 969.
Grievances, 463, 979.
Housing-Rental debts, q 609.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 1135.
Insurance-Third-party: common law claims, q 22,
463; proposed changes, q 530; premiums, q 1792.
Interpretation of legislation (Amendment) Bill, 321.
Labour, Department of-Youth Guarantee Scheme,
q 1173.
Law Institute of Victoria-Third-party insurance
common law claims, q 22, 463.
legal Aid Commission (Amendment) Bill, 50.
legal Profession Practice (Amendment) Bill (No. 2),
2062.
liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 637.
local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 806.
Members-Qualification of honourable member for
Richmond, 1103.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Public transport
employee concessions, q 1368.
Ministerial Statement-Deregistration of Builders
Labourers Federation, 1077.
Ministry, The-Alleged misleading of Parliament by
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, 980.
Motor Vehicle Industry-Effect offringe benefits tax,
q 449.
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Ross-Edwards, Mr Peter-continued
Points of Order-Answers to questions not to be
debated, 611.
Police Department-Nunawading Province by-election, q 357, q 1661, q-1920. Closure of police stations, q 712,979.
Public Works Department-Tenders, q 1563.
Road Traffic Authority-Third-party insurance, q 22,
463. q 530. q 1792.
Small Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill. 101.
State Bank (Amendment) Bill. 751.
State Electricity Com.mission--:Supply of power to
building companies, q 969.
State Transport Authority-Public transport
employee concessions, q 1368.
Supply (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 1471.
Tattersall Consultations (Amendment) Bill, 896.
Taxation-Fringe benefits tax on motor vehicles,
q 449.
'
Taxation Acts (Reciprocal Assistance) Bill, 889.
Transfer of Land (Share Interests) Bill, 152.
Victorian Tourism Commission-Travel entitlements ofMr D. Faggetter, q 286.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1471.
Youth Guarantee scheme, q 1173.
Rowe, Mr B. J. (Essendon)
Budget for 1986-87-Requests for expenditure,
q 789.
Housing-Loan subsidies for State Bank, q 1175.
I nsurance-Third-party, q 1662.
Metropolitan
Transit
Authority-Footscray-Moonee Ponds tram service, 173. Crime at
Essendon railway station, 1347.
Petitions-Footscray-Moonee Ponds tram service,
173.
Road Traffic Authority-Third-party insurance,
q 1662.
State Bank-Housing loan subsidies, q 1175.
Rural Finance Commission-Subsidized loans to rural
industry, q 1273.
Rural Water Commission-Water rates assistance,
q 1060. Regionalization program, 1167, 1170,
1262,1269.

S
School Medical Service-In Caulfield area, 157. Curtailment, 771.
Scott, Cr Norm-Pecuniary interest declarations, 53,
59.
Scouting Organizations-Admittance of girls, 1909.

Seitz, Mr George (Keilor)
Insurance-Third-party, q 1664.
Road Traffic Authority-Third-party insurance,
q 1664.
WorkCare-Injury register, q 875.

Senate-Vacancy, 1454, 1553, 1850,1871,1912.
Senior Citizens-Proposed multicultural centre, 350,
355. Eligibility of commissioners for taking affidavits, 438. Celebration, 443. Senior Citizens'
Week, 1439, 1443.

Setches, Mrs K. P. (Ringwood)
Animals-Victorian Animal Aid Trust, 1166.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesProductivity requirement, q 874.
Hospitals-Maroondah,964.
Housing-Collapse of Space line Homes Ply Ltd, 868.
Housing Guarantee Fund Ltd, 868.
Maroondah Cycle Training Club Incorporated, 1441.
Petitions-Red meat trading hours, 34.
Real Estate-Advertising by AlIan Baldwin Sales
Real Estate, 1264.
Road Construction Authority-Rental of leased
property, 1441.
Spaceline Homes Pty Ltd, 868.
State Electricity Commission (Amendment) Bill,
1853.
Trading Hours-For red meat, 34.
Victorian Animal Aid Trust, 1166.
Victorian Women's Trust Ltd, 1637.
Women-Participation in non-traditional trades,
q 1176. Victorian Women's Trust Ltd, 1637.

Sheehan, Mr F. P. (Ballarat South)
BalIarat-Regional assistance to industry, 1265.
Export Markets-For Vic~oria, q 27.
Industry, Technology and Resources-Assistance for
industry in Ballarat, 1265.
Members-Letter of honourable member for
Ballarat North in Ballarat Courier. 1265.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Travel concessions for tertiary students, q 1924.
Municipalities-Restructure, q 1449.
Pay-roll Tax-Rebates for regional industry, 1265.
Sport and Recreation-Regulations for speedway
venues, 775.
State Transport Authority-Country rail passenger
services, q 292. Travel concessions for tertiary
students, q 1924.
Supply (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 1551.
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Shechan, Mr F. P.-continued
Victorian Economic Development CorporationExport markets, q 27.
Victorian Speedway Council-Regulations for
speedway venues, 775.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1551.
Shell, Mr H. K. (Geelong)
Community Services-Child care and kindergarten
programs, 33. Children's reception centre for Geelong, 1910.
Geelong-Problems in electorate, 490. Car parking
facilities, 1021.
Grievances, 490, 1021.
Housing-In Geelong electorate, 490.
Labour, Department of-Employment in private
sector, q 168.
Marathons-Protection for runners, q 1665.
Petitions-Child care and kindergarten programs,
33.
Points of Order-Offensive remark, 730.
Police Department-Alpine trip reporting scheme,
q 1179.
Pre-schools-Child care and kindergarten programs, 33.
Sport and Recreation-Alpine trip reporting scheme,
q 1179.
Supply (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 1477.
Victorian Alpine Resorts Commission-Alpine trip
reporting scheme, q 1179.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1477.
Sibree, Ms P. A. (Kew)
Deaths-Sir Henry Winneke, 9.
Education-Activities of Plumbers and Gasfitters
Employees Union of Australia on school building
sites, q 65.
Education (Miscellaneous Matters) Bill, 134.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 1149.
Intellectually Disabled Persons' Services Bill, 385.
Intellectually Disabled Persons' Services Bill (No. 2),
545,546,547,552,555,558.
La Trobe University (Amendment) Bill, 1035.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 647.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 828.
Melbourne Sailors' Home Bill, 146.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2),340,406,409,429.
Petitions-Traffic (;ontrol signals, East Kew, 1926.
Plumbers and Gasfitters Employees Union of Australia, q 65.
Post-Secondary Education (Amendment) Bill, 1031.
Road Traffic Authority-Traffic lights for Kew
intersection, 1926.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board Bill,
507, 1245, 1380, 1382, 1383, 1384, 1389, 1392,
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Sibree, Ms P. A.-continued
1397, 1400, 1401, 1402, 1403, 1405, 1406,2055,
2056.
Youth Affairs Bill, 1738.
Sidiropoulos, Mr Theodore (Richmond)
Ethnic Affairs-Visit by Greek Deputy Minister for
Culture, q 1667.
Forests-Preservation, 34, 69.
Petitions-Forest preservation, 34, 69.
Qantas Airways-Direct flights between Melbourne
and Japan, q 615.
Sport Aid-Campaign to assist African people,
q 1563.
Simmonds, Mr J. L. (Reservoir) (Minister for Local
Government)
Amusement Machines Bill, 1298.
Local Government Department-Position of director-general, 241.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 830,
843,846,847,851,855,856,857,858,861,862.
Local Government (Miscellaneous Amendments)
Bill, 1181,1299
MunicipalitiesFinance-Untied Commonwealth funding, q 1067.
General-Restructure, q 22, q 29, q 168, q 187, 1275,
q 1449, 2082. Pecuniary interest declarations of
er Norm Scott, 59. Funding of human services,
q 169. Rate payments, 1046. Cost oflocal government inquiries, q 1061. 1986 elections, q 1374.
Keilor-City council, q 533.
Oakleigh-City council, q 877, 968.
SI Kilda-City council, 524, q 533, 606, 708.
Shlfe o/Marong-Activities of council, 2082.
Sunshine-City council, q 533.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 759, 760,
815, 845, 851, 858. Leave for material to be incorporated in Hansard, 762.
Scott, er Norm-Pecuniary interest declarations, 59.
Simpson, Mr J. H. (Niddrie)
Deaths-D. K. McKellar, Esq., 14.
Harness Racing Board-Administration, 1921.
Management and Budget, Department of-Cost of
two opposition parties, q 876.
Peace March-On Palm Sunday, q 451.
Points of Order-Reading of speech, 1730. Reference to debate in same session, 1743. Relevancy
of remarks, 2035. Offensive remark, 2035.
Racing-Harness Racing Board, 1921.
Zoological Parks and Gardens (Amendment) Bill,
902.
Small Business-Inquiry into operations, q 1062.
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Smith, Mr E. R. (Glen Waverley)
Consumer Affairs-Labelling and flammability of
acrylic knitting wool. 1349.
Emergency Management Bill, 1895, 1902, 1903, 1907,
1966,1967,1970,1972,1973,1977.
Handicapped Persons--Subsidized taxi fares for deaf
student, 522.
Health-School Medical Service, 771.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 813.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Wheelers
Hill-Glen Waverley bus service, 235.
Petitions-Waverley Employment Resource Centre,
1926.
Pollution ofWater~ by Oil and Noxious Substances
Biil,930.
Road Construction Authority-Mulgrave and SouthEastern freeways link road, q 712.
Road Construction Authority (Lands) Bill, 1882.
Road Traffic Authority-Transfer of motor vehicle
registration, 52. School crossings in Glen Waverley electorate, 1041.
School Medical Service-Curtailment, 771.
State Board of Education-Review of transport services for the disabled, 522.
State Electricity Commission-Damages dispute,
963.
Submarines-Contract for construction, q 973.
Travel Agents Bill, 1413, 1432.
Waverley Employment Resource Centre-Funding,
1926.
Wool-Labelling and flammability of acrylic knitting yarn, 1349.
Youth Affairs Bill, 1746.

Smith, Mr I. W. (Polwarth)
Deaths-Sir Henry Winneke, 9. D. K. McKellar,
Esq., 16.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill, 907.
Education-Nutrition studies, 868.
Frontier Homes Pty Ltd, 1555.
Health-Consumption of red meat, 868.
Housing-Building program in Colac, 1555.
Liberal Party-Overseas trips of former Ministers,
317.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 694.
Ministry, The-Overseas trips of former Ministers,
317.
Motor Car (Licensing of Drivers) Bill, 174.
Municipalities-Restructure, 31.
Personal Explanations-Corangamite railway bridge,
31. Local government restructure, 31. Overseas
trips of former Ministers, 317.
Points of Order-Imputation against honourable
member, q 291. Order of call, 907.

Smith, Mr I. W.-continued
Red Meat-Consumption, 868.
Road Construction Authority-Corangamite railway bridge, 31.
State Electricity Commission-Emergency fire procedures, 1166.
Travel Agents Bill, 1434.

Social Development Committee-Report presented:
Options for Dying with Dignity, 619.
Space line Homes Pty Ltd, q 294, 701, 705, 868, 869,
q 1O~4.

Speaker, The (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds)
Rulings and StatementsAuditor-General-Report for 1984-85, 539.
Business of the House-Televising of proceedings,
1057, 1636.
Constitution (Governor's Salary and Pension) BillProclamation, 39.
Deaths-Sir Henry Winneke, 10. D. K. McKellar,
Esq., 21.
Debate-Relevancy of remarks, 176, 183, 634, 643,
1238, 1691, 1692, 1699, 1702, 1704, 1706, 1733,
1770, 1988. Rule of anticipation, 177. Reference
to debate in same session, 180, 1743. Members to
address Chair, 184. Identification of quoted document, 188. Motion for adjournment of sitting: reference to newspaper reports, 353; proceedings, 597;
offensive remarks, 605, 967; tabling of documents,
700; only one matter to be raised, 705, 1908; must
relate to Government administration, 2077,2080,
2081. Interjections, 462, 1074. Reflection on
members, 462. Reading of speeches, 511, 513.
Order of call, 597. Eligibility of honourable member for Richmond, 895, 923, 926. Confidentiality
of material quoted, 996. Presentation of documents for safekeeping, 1083. Motion, "That the
question be now put", 1110, 1131, 1810. Unparliamentary expression, 1130. Criteria for motion
for the adjournment of the House to enable
honourable members to discuss a matter of urgent
public importance, 1283. Tabling of quoted document, 1573, 1733. Bill to be treated as private Bill,
1595. Audible conversation, 1732. Member who
has spoken on motion not to move adjournment
motion, 1806. Point of order not to be taken on
another point of order, 1930. Validity of adjournment motion, 1934. Urgency motion not supported, 1964. Quoting of answer to question in
another place, 1989.
"Hansard"-Incorporation of material, 798.
Joint Sittings of Parliament-Victorian Institute of
Marine Sciences council, 39,437. Election ofSenator, 1850, 1871, 1912, 1913, 1916.
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Speaker. The-continucd
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) BillConflict of interest of honourable member for
Frankston South. 798.
Ministry. The-Change, 787.
Parliament-Televising of proceedings, 1057, 1636.
Personal Explanation-Request for withdrawal of
offensi ve remark. 616.
Questions without Notice-Unparliamentary
remarks, 26. Offensive remarks. 32, 33, 52. Not to
be hypotheticaL 290. Imputation against honourable member. 291. Conduct of question time. 363.
Relevancy of remarks, 453, 531. Reading of
answer, 534. Not to be debated, 61 L 613. 792,
1271. 1453. 1662, 1663. Should be specific. 874.
To be directed to appropriate Minister, 1272.
Tabling of quoted documents, 1278. Order of calL
1279. May be answered at Minister's discretion,
1449. Information readily available to honourable
members, 1565. Seeking detailed information
should be placed on notice, 1795.
Residential Tenancies Bill-Requirement for absolute majority, 1563.
Senate-Vacancy. 1454, 1553, 1850. 1871, 1912,
1913.1916.
Victorian Institute of Marine Sciences-Council
vacancies, 39,437.
World, Mr Graham, 77\.
Sport Aid-Campaign to assist African people, q 1563.
Sport and Recreation-

General-Totalizator Agency Board on-course
facilities, q 30. Race broadcasting, 58. 60. Regulations for speedway venues, 775, 779. Water sports
centre for Geeiong, 776, 779. Control of amusl'ment machines, 963, 968. Alpine trip reporting
scheme. q 1179. Protection for marathon runners,
q 1665. Victorian Football League games at Melbourne Cricket Ground, q 17Y4. Membership of
wrestling team for Commonwealth Games, 2075,
2080. Proposed indoor sports stadium in City of
Waverley, 2079.
(irants and Suhsidies-For athletes in Commonwealth Games, q 1451.
Spyker, Mr P. C. (Mentone) (Minister for Consumer
Affairs, and Minister for Ethnic Affairs)
Adoption (Amendment) Bill, 319.
Australian Greek Media Co-operative Ltd-Funding by Ethnic Affairs Commission, q 873.
Membership, 1105.
Building and Construction Industry-Viability of
house building industry, q 1064.
Chadstone Community Health Centre-Services of
ethnic health worker, 705.
Charities-Bogus fundraising scheme. 706.
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Spyker, Mr P. C.-continucd
Child Minding Regulations Review CommitteeRecommendations, 604.
Community Services-Child care centres, 604. Children's reception centre for Geelong, 191 I.
Constitution Act-Alleged breach by honourable
member for Richmond, 1105.
Consumer Affairs-Peninsula Vehicle Sales Pty Ltd,
445. Safety of children's dummies and bottle teats,
605. Bogus fundraising scheme, 706. "Diet Circle"
advertisements, 777. Honda spare parts for motor
cycles. 869. Electronic banking services, 968.
Labelling and flammability of acrylic knitting yam,
1352. Halberts, SA, publication on surnames, 1561.
Ethnic Affairs Commission-Services of ethnic
health worker, 705. Funding of Australian Greek
Media Co-operative Ltd, q 873. Visit by Greek
Deputy Minister for Culture, q 1667.
Financial Institutions-Electronic banking services,
968.
Halberts, SA. 156\.
Health-Safety of children's dummies and bottle
teats, 605.
Honda Australia Pty Ltd-Spare parts for motor
cycles, 869.
Housing-Spaceline Homes Pty Ltd, q 294, 705, 869,
q 1064. Viability of house building industry,
q 1064.
Housing Guarantee Fund Ltd, 869, q 1064.
Interpretation of Legislation (Amendment) Bill, 321.
Joint Sitting of Parliament- Victorian Institute of
Marine Sciences council, 447.
Melbourne Sailors' Home Bill, 149.
Members-Conflict of interest and qualification of
honourable member for Richmond, 1105.
Motor Car Traders Committee-Licensing ofMr R.
V. Renzella, 445.
Peninsula Vehicle Sales Pty Ltd, 445.
Points of Order-Offensive remark, 500. Relevancy
of remarks, 766.
Police Department-Police stations: Ashburton,
1352; Murrumbeena, 1352.
Road Traffic Authority-Traffic lights for Noble Park
intersections, 777.
Senior Citizens-Proposed multicultural centre, 355.
Spaceline Homes Pty Ltd, q 294, 705, 869, q 1064.
Transfer of Land (Share Interests) Bill, 152.
Travel Agents Bill, 620, 747,1428,1430,1431,1432,
1433, 1436, 1856, 1858, 1862, 1866, 1867, 1868,
1869.
Victorian Institute of Marine Sciences-Council
vacancies, 447.
Wool-Labelling and flammability of acrylic yarn,
1352.
Young Offenders (Interstate Transfer) Bill, 349,365,
2055.
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Standing Orders Committee-Appointment of Mrs
Setches, I 799.
State Bank-Housing loan subsidies, q 1175.
State Board of Educati(Jh-Review of transport services for the disabled, 522, 526.
State Electricity CommissionElectricity Supply-To Wodonga area, 439, 445.
Provision of power to building companies, q 969.
General-Street lighting in Thomastown electorate,
501. Damages dispute, 963. Tree clearing near
power lines, q 974. Emergency fire procedures,
1166. Facilities for paying accounts in Dandenong
West, 1262.
State Emergency Service-Funding, 158, 162.
State Finance-Government expenditure, q 25. Fringe
benefits tax liability for public sector employee
housing, q 449. Government borrowings, q 1061,
q 1063, q 1064, q 1173, q 1174, q 1176, q 1447.
Sale and lease-back of transport rolling-stock,
q 1177.
State Insurance Office-Activities of inspectors,
q 1175. Property investment, q 1664.
State Transport AuthorityFares and Freight-Revenue, q 170. Freight operation losses, q 877,960,966, q 969. Freight charges
for grain, q 1177, 1265. Travel concessions for tertiary students, q 1924.
General-V /Line contract drivers, 353. Freight
centres, 477. Lease-back arrangements of transport facilities, q 529, q 531, q 535, q 536, q 1177.
Sale ofland policy, 597, 602. Deregulation of grain
transport, q 713. Industrial disputation, q 716.
Administration of Minister for Transport, q 971,
1934. Use of V/Line car by Mr K. Mark, 995.
Railway investigation officers, 995, 1038, 1044,
q 1065. Public transport employee concessions,
q 1367, q 1368, q 1369, q 1370, q 1372, q 1373,
q 1375. Capital expenditure, q 1448. Staffing targets, q 1451. Quantitative targets, q 1564. Operating expenditure, q 1566. Early retirement scheme,
q 1568. V/Line freight division, 1794.
Echuca-Moama road-rail bridge, q 1923.
Level Crossings-Tramway Road, Morwell, 1040,
1043. Cobram South Road and Benalla-Tocumwal Road, 1441, 1445.
Rail Services-Patronage, q 292, 350, 355. Buffet
services, 350, 355, 496. Shunters' strike, q 877,
960,966, q 969, q 1065, q 1168, 1171, 1263, 1266,
q 1271, q 1274, q 1276. Closure of Nhill and
Kaniva stations, q 1666.

•

Statutory Rules-Disallowance, 1948.

Steggall, Mr B. E. H. (Swan Hill) .
Adoption (Amendment) Bill, 319.
Grievance, 477.
Guardianship and Administration Board Bill
(No. 2), 566, 1212, 1216.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 687,
835,845,849,855,857.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amusement
Machines) Bill, 1982,2006,2009.
Mallee, The-Economic and social hardships, 1289.
Municipalities-Restructure, q 168. Funding of
human services, q 169. Cost of local government
inquiries, q 1061.
Pathology Services Accreditation (Amendment) Bill,
2063.
Petitions-Korong Vale police station, 173.
Public Contracts (Repeal) Bill, 900.
Public Records (Amendment) Bill, 1623.
State Transport Authority-Freight centres. 477.
Disruption to passenger and freight services, q 716.
V/Line freight division, q 1794.
Young Offenders (Interstate Transfer) Bill, 2054.

Stirling, Mr G. F. (Williamstown)
Commonwealth Games-Assistance for athletes,
q 1451.
Deaths-D. K. McKellar, Esq., 16.
Hospitals-Essendon and District Memorial, 1081.
Melbourne Sailors' Home Bill, 148.
Petitions-Essendon and District Memorial Hospital, 1081.
Sport and Recreation-Grants and subsidies for athletes in Commonwealth Games, q 1451.
Totalizator Agency Board-On-course facilities, q 30.
Football betting, q 973.
Victorian Football League-TAB betting service,
q 973.
Rulings and Statements as Acting SpeakerDebate-Relevancy of remarks, 815. Order of call,
907.

Stockdale, Mr A. R. (Brighton)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 1181,
1304, 2025, 2026.
Crown Intellectual Property (Assignment) (Amendment) Bill, 1184.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesProductivity requirement, q 795.
Insurance-Compensation to employers for
WorkCare changes, q 455.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Development of
land at Hampton railway station, 517. Operating
costs, q 1063, q 1174, q 1176, q 1566. Capital
expenditure, q 1448.
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Stockdale, Mr A. R.-continued
Miners' Phthisis (Treasury Allowances) Bill, 539.
Points of Order-Answer to question not to be
debated, 1449.
Road Construction Authority-Capital expenditure, q 1448, q 1450. Operating expenditure,
q 1566.
Road Transport Authority-Capital expenditure,
q 1448, q 1450. Operating expenditure, q 1566.
State Bank (Amendment) Bill, 749.
State Finance-Government borrowings, q 1061,
q 1063, q 1174, q 1176.
State Transport Authority-Lease-back arrangements of transport facilities, q 536. Capital
expenditure, q 1448. Operating expenditure,
q 1566.
Supply (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 1458.
Tattersall Consultations (Amendment) Bill, 620, 893.
Taxation-Productivity requirement of Government agencies, q 795. Fringe benefits tax on motor
vehicles, q 1663.
Taxation Acts (Reciprocal Assistance) Bill, 888.
Taxation (Interest on Overpayments) Bill, 1679.
WorkCare-Compensation for insurance employers, q 455.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1458.
Students (See "Education-Students".)
Submarines-Contract for construction, 69, 801, q 973.
Superannuation-Productivity flow-on, q 24, q 63,
q 293.
Tanner, Mr E. M. P. (Caulfield)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2026.
Commonwealth Games-Membership of Australian wrestling team, 2075.
Education-Caulfield High School, 1037. Admittance to Melbourne High School and MacRobertson Girls High School, 1909.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 1125, 1154.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 633, 2041.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Bus services in
Caulfield area, 519.
Police Department-Murrumbeena police station,
1261.
School Medical Service-For schools in Caulfield
area, 157.
Sport and Recreation-Wrestling team for Commonwealth Games, 2075.
Taxation-

Financial Institutions Duty-Incidence, 993.
Fuel Tax-Government proposals, q 66.
General-Fringe benefits tax: liability for public
sector employee housing, q 449; on motor vehicles,
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Taxation-cant i nued
q 449, q 1663. Productivity requirement of Government agencies, q 795.
Land Tax-Anomaly, 1637, 1643.
Taxis (See "Metropolitan Transit Authority-Taxis".)
Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration Commission-Representation of teaching profession,
q 1275.
Telephone Interceptions-Report presented: Final
Report, Volume I, of the Royal Commission of
Inquiry into Alleged Telephone Interceptions,
1798.
Tennis-National centre: projected cost, q 1795.
Titles Office-Computerization, q 1277.
Tobacco-Advertising, 55, 58.
Toner, Mrs P. T. (Greensborough)
Births, Deaths and Marriages, Registry of-Cost of
certificates, 1569.
Equal Opportunity-For girls in scouting movement, 1909.
Grievances, 1017.
Handicapped Persons-Riding for the Disabled
Association of Victoria, 1017, 1348.
Hospitals-Royal Children's appeal, q 712.
Industrial Relations (Amendment) Bill, 1143.
Municipalities-Rate payments, 1038.
Nuclear Power-Plant for Victoria, q 1666.
Petitions-Red meat trading hours, 295. Birth, death
and marriage records, 1569.
Planning-Of Telecom facilities in housing
developments, 1442.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 1146.
Public Bodies Review Committee-Reports presented: Victorian Wheat Advisory Committee,
1798; Stock Medicines Board, 1927.
Public Works Department-Administration, q 612.
Riding for the Disabled Association of Victoria, 1017,
1348.
Road Traffic Authority-Credit card facilities, 1556.
Scouting Organizations-Admittance of girls, 1909.
Standing Orders Committee-Appointment of Mrs
Setches, 1806.
Supply (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 1488.
Trading Hours-For red meat, 295.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1488.
Torquay Community Health Centre-Transfer ofland,
351.
Totalizator Agency Board-On-course facilities, q 30.
Football betting, q 973.
Tourism (See "Victorian Tourism Commission".)
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Trading Hours-Red meat, 34, 295. 456.
Transport Workers Union (See "Unions".)

Trezise, Mr N. B. (Geelong North) (Minister for Sport
and Recreation)
Amusement Machines-Control, 968.
Commonwealth Games-Assistance for athletes,
q 1451. Membership of Australian wrestling team,
2080.
Harness Racing Board-Administration, 1560,
q 1921.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill,
308,313,315,316,1116.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amusement
Machines) Bill, 1378, 1998,2001,2002,2003,2004,
2005,2006,2008,2009,2010.
Martial Arts Control Bill, 1813, 1962.
Police Department-Alpine trip reporting scheme,
q 1179.
RacingGeneral-Race broadcasting, 60. Proposed commission, 241.
Greyhound-Central grading, q 1375.
Harness-Harness Racing Board, q 1560, q 1921.
Racing (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 620, 747, 1240,
1243, 1244, 1245.
Sport and RecreationGeneral- Totalizator Agency Board on-course
facilities, q 31. Race broadcasting, 60. Regulations
for speedway venues, 779. Water sports centre for
Geelong, 779. Control of amusement machines,
968. Alpine trip reporting scheme, q 1179. Protection for marathon runners, q 1665. Victorian
Football League games at Melbourne Cricket
Ground, q 1794. Wrestling team for Commonwealth Games, 2080.
Grants and Subsidies-For athletes in Commonwealth Games, q 1451.
Totalizator Agency Board-On-course facilities, q 31.
Football betting, q 973.
Victorian Alpine Resorts Commission-Alpine trip
reporting scheme, q 1179.
Victorian Football League-Totalizator Agency
Board betting service, q 973. Special games at
Melbourne Cricket Ground, q 1794.
Victorian Speedway Council-Regulations for
speedway venues, 779.
"

U

Unemployment (See "Labour, Department of".)
Unions-Builders Labourers Federation: building
industry dispute, q 65: Leighton Contractors Pty
Ltd, q 169: deregistration, q 792, 1067, q 1174;
supply of power to building companies, q 969:
assets, q 1059. Plumbers and Gasfitters Employees Union of Australia: education building sites,
q 65. Unpublished volumes of report on Federated Ship Painters and Dockers Union, 238.
Transport Workers Union, 703. q 714. Australian
Railways Union, 960, 966, q 969, q 1065, 1168,
q 1171. 1263, 1266, q 1271, q 1274, q 1276. Association of Draughting, Supervisory and Technical
Employees, 1438, 1444, 1639, 1645. Association
of Architects of Australia, 1438, 1444, 1639, 1645.
Australasian Meat Industry Employees Union:
abattoir dispute at Seymour, q 1922. Federated
Storemen and Packers Union of Australia, 2079,
2081.

v
Vaughan, Dr G. M. (Clayton)
Melbourne City Council-Approval of building projects, q 357.
Planning-Building projects in Melbourne, q 357.
Points of Order-Reading of speech, 1730. Reference to debate in same session, 1989.
Social Development Committee-Report presented: Options for Dying with Dignity, 619.

Rulings and Statements as Acting SpeakerDebate-Unparliamentary remark, 988.

Victorian Alpine Resorts Commission-Alpine trip
reporting scheme, q 1179.
Victorian Animal Aid Trust, I 166
Victorian Economic Development Corporation-Export
markets, q 27, q 1371.
Victorian Football League-Totalizator Agency Board
betting service, q 973. Special games at Melbourne
Cricket Ground, q 1794.
Victorian High School Principals' Association-Criticisms of shortage of teachers, q 451. Industrial
issues, q 612.
Victorian Institute of Marine Sciences-Council
vacancies, 39, 322,414,437,447.
• Victorian Institute of Secondary Education-Moderation courses, 521, 526.

Trifoleum Pty Ltd, 1640, 1644.

Victorian Speedway Council-Regulations for speedway venues, 775, 779.
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Victorian Teaching Service Curriculum and Assessment Commission-Industrial issues of Victorian
High School Principals' Association. q 612.
Victorian Tourism Commission-Travel entitlements
of Mr D. Faggetter. q 167. q 285. q 286, q 287.
q 288. q 289. q 357. q 359. q 450. 457. 460.1001.
Victorian Women's Trust Ltd, q 1448, 1637, 1641.
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Water-Fluoridation of Geelong supply, 1020. Rate
assistance in the Mallee, q 1060. Use of recycled
water, q 1569. Country town water supply
improvement program, 1638, 1644.
Water Safety-Lake Eppalock, 1554, 1559.
Waverley Employment Resource Centre-Funding,
1926.

W
Wages (See "National Wage Cases".)

Wallace. Mr T. W. (Gippsland South)
Agriculture and Rural Affairs. Department ofRegional Veterinary Laboratory at Bairnsdale. 354.
Child Minding Regulations Review CommitteeRecommendations. 60 I.
Environment-Dutson Downs waste disposal, 1279.
Esso Australia Ltd-Oil platform closures in Bass
Strait. q 1449.
Melbourne Sailors' Home Bill. 148.
Miners' Phthisis (Treasury Allowances) Bill. 539.
Municipal Association of Victoria-Road conference at Traralgon. q 794.
Petitions-Dutson Downs waste disposal. 1279.
Road Construction Authority-Survey of arterial
roads. q 794.
Travel Agents Bill. 1409. 1868.
Zoological Parks and Gardens (Amendment) Bill.
901.

Walsh. Mr R. W. (Albert Park) (Minister for Public
Works. and Minister Assisting Minister for Labour)
Association of Architects of Australia, 1444. 1645.
Association of Draughting, Supervisory and Technical Employees. 1444, 1645.
Building and Construction Industry-Employment.
q 360.
Contract Cleaning Industry (Long Service Leave) Bill,
1777.
Grievances. 473.990.
Labour. Department of-Employment in building
and construction industry. q 360. Employment of
Mr F. Nelson. 710.
Police Department-Fraud Squad investigation into
Public Works Department. 990. 1270. q 1670.
1788.
Public Works DepartmentGeneral-Administration. 473. 613. 990. 1270.
q 1670. 1788. On-site agreements with non-union
architects. 1444. 1645. Tenders. q 1563.
Schools-Whittlesea Technical-High. 524.
State Transport Authority-Shunters' strike. 1171.
Unions-Australian Railways Union. 1171.

Weideman, Mr G. G. (Frankston South)
Education-School bus accidents, 237. Remedial
physical education, 1169. Health and safety regulations for school buildings, 1556.
Environment-Discharge of effluent into Kananook
Creek,864.
Federated Storemen and Packers Union of Australia-Industrial dispute, 2079.
Frankston Sewerage Authority-Discharge of effluent
into Kananook Creek, 864.
Handicapped Persons-School bus accidents, 237.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill,
800.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2), 322, 400, 401, 403, 404,
405,427,434,435,436,437.
Pathology Services Accreditation (Amendment) Bill,
2063.
'
Personal Explanation-Lotteries Gaining and Betting (Amendment) Bill, 800.
Pharmaceuticals-Disruption 'in supply due to
industrial action. 2079.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 350. Offensive remark, 428. Reading of speeches, 466.
Small Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 117.
Standing Orders Committee--Appointment of Mrs
Setches. 1808.
Supply (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 1507.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions) Bill, 1507.

Wells, Dr R. J. H. (Dromana)
Community Services-Infant welfare sisters, 1558.
Shire of Flinders: paediatric services, 1797; infant
welfare services, 1798. Early childhood services in
Dromana electorate, 1907.
Extractive Industries (Amendment) Bill, 75.
Guardianship and Administration Board Bill
(No. 2), 571,1207,1214,1215,1221.
Liquor Control (Further Amendm~nt) Bill, 672.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 840.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2), 371,416.
National Parks (Amendment) Bill, 1834.
Petitions-Early childhood paediatric services in
Shire of F1inders, 1797. Infant welfare services in
Shire of F1inders, 1798.
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Wells. Dr R. J. H.-continued
Police Department-Proposed regional police station at Rosebud. 159.
Pollution of Waters by Oil and Noxious Substances
Bill. 934.
Small Business Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill. 124.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board Bill,
1395.
Youth Affairs Bill, 1732.
Whiting, Mr M. S. (Mildura)
Intellectually Disabled Persons' Services Bill, 393.
Intellectually Disabled Persons' Services Bill (No.
2).545.546.547.549.551.554,555,559.
La Trobe University (Amendment) Bill, 1033.
Legal and Constitutional Committee-Reports presented: Australian Constitutional Convention, 363;
Subordinate Legislation and Interpretation of
Legislation Act 1984. 1279; Adoption (lnterCountry Adoption Fees) Regulations 1986, 1927.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 839.
Mental Health Bill (No. 2). 333. 399, 400, 402, 403,
404,405.407.408,436.437.
Points of Order-Answer to question not to be
debated. 792. 971.
Rural Water Commission-Regionalization program. 1262.
State Transport Authority-Closure of railway stations at Nhill and Kaniva, q 1666.
Statutory Rules-Disallowance. 1948.

WiIliams, Mr M. T. (Doncaster)
Community Services-Child care and kindergarten
programs, 173.
Costigan Royal Commission-Unpublished volumes of report on Federated Ship Painters and
Dockers Union, 238.
Deaths-D. K. McKeIlar, Esq., 19.
Drugs-Trafficking, 1014. Treatment of addicts,
1016.
Extractive Industries (Lysterfield) Bill, 1606.
Federated Ship Painters and Dockers Union, 238.
Futures Industry (Application of Laws) Bill, 2058.
Grievances, 1013.
Guardianship and Administration Board Bill (No.
2),1191.
Law Department-Eligibility of commissioners for
taking affidavits, 438.
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 643, 668,
670,671,674.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 767.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill,
306.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amusement
Machines) Bill, 1987, 1995.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Bus service for
Warrandyte and Doncaster, 1908.
National Crime Authority, 1015.
Personal Explanation-Alleged racist remark, 754.
Petitions-Child care and kindergarten programs,
173.
Police Department-Bombing at Russell Street, 773.
Organized crime, 773, 1013.
Pre-schools-Child care and kindergarten programs, 173.
Racing (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1237.
Road Construction Authority-Proposed extension
of Eastern Freeway, 1345.
Senior Citizens-Eligibility of commissioners for
taking affidavits, 438.
State Bank (Amendment) Bill, 751, 754.
State Relief Committee Bill, 46.
Tattersall Consultations (Amendment) Bill, 898.
Taxation Acts (Reciprocal Assistance) Bill, 889.
Travel Agents Bill, 1423.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board Bill,
1329.

Wilkes, Mr F. N. (Northcote) (Minister for Housing)
Building Societies-Interest rates, q 787. Proposed
Government subsidy. q 789.
Building Societies Bill. 230, 232. 233, 234.
Decentralized Industry (Housing) Repeal Bill, 70,
200.922.
HousingGeneral-Building societies: interest rates, q 787;
proposed Government subsidy. q 789.
Houses and Units-Public rental stock, q 455, q 609,
q 715. Rental debts. q 609. Private rental accommodation. q 612.
Land Acquisition and Compensation Bill. 2013.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amusement
Machines) Bill. 1982. 1986.
Points of Order-Rule of anticipation, 176. Relevancy of remarks. 909. Validity of adjournment WiIson, Mrs J. T. C. (Dandenong North)
Australian Bicentennial Authority-Proposed celemotion. 1931.
brations. q 452.
Racing (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 2053.
Small Businesses-Inquiry into operations, q 1062.
Southgate Project Bill, 1675, 1813,1815.
Town and Country Planning (Miscellaneous Provi-.
sions) Bill, 864. 886.
Victoria Conservation Trust (Amendment) Bill, 863,
Winneke, The Late Sir Henry, I.
882.
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Women-Fertility control measures, 480. Public Service affirmative action program, q 796. Participation in non-traditional trades, q 1176. Victorian
Women's Trust Ltd, q 1448, 1637, 164l.
Wool-Labelling and flammability of acrylic knitting
yarn, 1349, 1352.
WorkCare-Indemnity for apprentices, q 452. Compensation for insurance employers, 455. Injury
register, q 875. Premiums on payments to contractors, q 1175.

World, Mr Graham, 771.
Wrongs (Animals Straying on Highways) Act, 494.

y

Youth-Alcohol consumption, 236, 240. "Dry" discotheque venues, 962. Guarantee scheme, q 1173,
q 1667.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
List in numerical order of questions on notice asked and answered in Legislative
Assembly during period covered by this Index.
Abbreviations used for Ministerial Portfolios

Arts
Assistant Minister for Employment and Industrial
Affairs
Consumer Affairs
Education
Employment and Industrial Affairs
Ethnic Affairs
Housing
Industry, Technology and Resources
Local Government
Police and Emergency Services
Premier
Property and Services
Public Works
Sport and Recreation
Transport
Treasurer
Water Resources

Arts
Ass Min fE & lA
Cons Affs
Ed
E&IA
Eth Affs
Hsg
I, T&R
Loc Govt
P&ES
Prem
Prop & Servs
Pub Wks
S&R
Trans
Treas
WR

INDEX
',r

Date
Answered

Page

6.5.86

2083

Mr Roper (Trans)
Mr Jolly (Treas)

26.3.86
11.3.86

780
243

Mr Dickinson

Mr Crabb (E & lA)

11.3.86

243

MrWilliams
MrWilliams

Mr Roper (Trans)
Mr Roper (Trans)

18.3.86
11.3.86

527
243

Mr Brown
Mr Brown

Mr Roper (Trans)
Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

18.3.86
22.4.86

527
1646

Mr Dickinson

Mr Fordham (I, T & R)

17.4.86

1358

Mr Dickinson

Mr Spyker (Cons Aft's)

22.4.86

1646

Mr Dickinson

Mr Cathie (Ed)

11.3.86

244

MrGude

Mr Mathews (Arts)

26.3.86

780

Qn.
No.

13
16
30
31
46
49
94
105
142
143

144

168

Subject·matter

Asked by

Answered by

Ministry for Police and Emergency Services Staff
Geelong Transit System
Department of Martagement
and Sudget
Employment and Industrial
Affairs
Railway Finances
Transport Early Retirement
Scheme.s
Loans to Ministry of Transport
Loans to Department of Community Services
Loans to Ichthus Engineering
Pty Ltd
Number of Employees in
Department of Community
Services
Number of Employees in
Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands
Architects Employed by Ministry for the Arts

Mr Dickinson

Mr Mathews (P & ES)

Mr Dickinson
Mr Dickinson
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Date

QIl.

Answered

Page

Mr Mathews (Arts)

11.3.86

244

MrGude

Mr Crabb (E & lA)

11.3.86

245

MrGude

Mr Cathie (Ed)

11.3.86

245

Mr Dickinson
Mr Stockdale

Mr Fordham (I, T & R)
Mr Roper (Trans)

26.3.86
18.3.86

780

Mr Richardson

Mr Cain (Prem)

17.4.86

1358

Mr Richardson
Mr Brown

Mr Cathie (Ed)
Mr Mathews (Arts)

9.4.86
11.3.86

1054
245

Mr Brown

Mr Cathie (Ed)

11.3.86

246

Mr Brown

Mr Mathews (Arts)

11.3.86

247

Mr Leigh
Mr Delzoppo

Mr Roper (Trans)
Mr Roper (Trans)

11.3.86
8.4.86

248
1048

MrWeideman
Mr Dickinson
Mr I. W. Smith
Mr I. W. Smith
Mr Brown
Mr Brown

Mr Wilkes (Hsg)
Mr Roper (Trans)
Mr Roper (Trans)
Mr Roper (Trans)
Mr Cain (Prem)
Mr Cathie (Ed)

11.3.86
11.3.86
8.5.86
11.3.86
11.3.86
11.3.86

249
264
2098
264
283
264

Mr Brown

Mr Crabb (E & lA)

11.3.86

265

Mr Brown

Mr Mathews (P & ES)

24.4.86

1654

Mr Brown

Mr McCutcheon (Prop &
Servs)

11.3.86

266

Mr Brown

Mr Roper (Trans)

11.3.86

266

Mr Brown

Mr Cain (Prem)

11.3.86

266

Mr Brown

Mr Crabb (E & lA)

11.3.86

267

Mr Brown

Mr Mathews (Arts)

26.3.86

781

Mr Brown

Mr Mathews (P & ES)

11.3.86

267

Mr Brown

Mr Walsh (Pub Wks)

11.3.86

267

No.

,\'lIhjecI -lIIal I cr

Asked hy

A nswered by

171

Architects Employed by Law
Department and Office of
Corrections
Architects Employed by
Department of Employment
and Industrial Affairs
Architects Employed by Ministry of Education
Nuclear Power Station
Sale and Lease-Back Transactions of Ministry of
Transport
Action
by
Victorian
Government
Education
Aboriginal Affairs Expenditure by Law Department
Aboriginal Affairs Expenditure
by
Ministry
of
Education
Budget Allocation for Distribution by Ministry for the
Arts
Fairway Program
Local Government Funds for
Roads
Frankston Sewerage Authority
West Gate Bridge Toll
Rail Security Staff
Rail Services
Government Vehicle Travel
Use of Vehicles by Ministry of
Education
Use of Vehicles by Department of Employment and
Industrial Affairs
Use of Vehicles by Ministry for
Police and Emergency
Services
Use of Vehicles by Department of Property and
Services
Use of Vehicles by Ministry of
Transport
Publications of Department of
the Premier and Cabinet
Publications of Department of
Employment and Industrial
Affairs
Publications of Ministry for the
Arts
Publications of Ministry for
Police and Emergency
Services
Publications of Public Works
Department

MrGude

174
175
182
202
218
219
270
271

290
312
315
318
324
330

332
340
342
343
346

348
349
363
366

368
369

377

528

(40)
Qn.
No.
380
383

396
401

403

404

406
408

411
414

417

428
430
436
439
447

447

448

448

449
449
450

INDEX
Date
Answered

Page

22.4.86

1646

8.4.86

1050

Mr Mathews (P & ES)

11.3.86

267

MrGude

Mr Crabb (E & lA)

11.3.86

268

MrGude

Mr Mathews (P & ES)

24.4.86

1655

MrGude

Mr McCutcheon (Prop &
Servs)

26.3.86

781

MrGude

Mr Roper (Trans)

11.3.86

269

MrGude

Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

6.5.86

2083

MrGude

Mr Walsh (Pub Wks)

11.3.86

269

MrGude

Mr Mathews (Arts)

8.4.86

1050

MrGude

Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

22.4.86

1647

Mr Dickinson

Mr Roper (Trans)

9.4.86

1055

Mr Steggall
Mr Perrin
Mr Heffernan
MrWilliams

Mr Roper (Trans)
Mr Cathie (Ed)
Mr Cain (Prem)
Mr Cain (Prem)

11.3.86
11.3.86
6.5.86
11.3.86

269
270
2083
4
270

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

2084
2088

MrWilliams

Mr Fordham (I, T & R)

9.4.86

1055

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

2084
2088

Mr WilIiams

Mr Cathie (Ed)

11.3.86

271

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

MrWilliams

Mr Crabb (E & lA)

2084
2088
271

Subject-matter

Asked by

Answered by

Publications of Department of
Community Services
Publications of Law Department
and
Office
of
Corrections
Crime Rate in Doncaster and
Templestowe
Property Owned or Leased by
Department of Employment
and Industrial Affairs
Property Owned or Leased by
Ministry for Police and
Emergency Services
Property Owned or Leased by
Department of Property and
Services
Property Owned or Leased by
Ministry of Transport
Property Owned or Leased by
Ministry of Consumer
Affairs
Property Owned or Leased by
Public Works Department
Property Owned or Leased by
Law Department and Office
of Corrections
Property Owned or Leased by
Department of Community
Services
Cleaning of Railway Stations
and Rolling-Stock
Grain Elevators Board
High School Students
Performance Pay Scheme
Financial Records of Department of the Premier and
Cabinet
Financial Records of Department of the Premier and
Cabinet
Financial Records of Department of Industry, Technology and Resources
Financial Records of Department of Industry, Technology and Resources
Financial Records of Ministry
of Education
Financial Records of Ministry
of Education
Financial Records of Department of Employment and
Industrial Affairs

Mr Brown

Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

Mr Brown

Mr Mathews (Arts)

Mr Perrin

11.3.86
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Qn.
No.

450
451
452
453
454
455
455
456
457
458
459
460
461
462
463
464
464
465
466
467
467

Subject-matter
Financial Records of Department of Labour
Financial Records of Department of Management and
Budget
Financial Records of Ministry
for the Arts
Financial Records of Ministry
for Police and Emergency
Services
Financial Records of Department of Water Resources
Financial Records of Department of Property and
Services
Financial Records of Department of Property and
Services
Financial Records of Ministry
of Transport
Financial Records of Local
Government Department
Financial Records of Ministry
of Consumer Affairs
Financial Records of Ethnic
Affairs Commission
Financial Records of Department
of Sport
and
Recreation
Financial Records of Public
Works Department
Financial Records of Ministry
of Housing
Financial Records of Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands
Financial Records of Law
Department and Office of
Corrections
Financial Records of Law
Department and Office of
Corrections
Financial Records of Department of Agriculture and
Rural Affairs
Financial Records of Health
Department Victoria
Financial Records of Departof Community
ment
Services
Financial Records of Departof Community
ment
Services

Asked hy

Answered by

Answered

Page

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

MrWilliams

Mr McCutcheon (Prop &
Servs)

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

2085
2088

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

2086
2088
2086
2088
2086
2088
2086
2088
2086
2088

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

MrWilliams

Mr Mathews (Arts)

MrWilliams

11.3.86

2084
2088
2084
2088
2085
2088
2085
2088
2085
2088
271

2087
2088
2087
2088
2087
2088

11.3.86

271

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

2087
2088

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

2087
2088

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

2088

MrWilliams

Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

22.4.86

1647

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

2088
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Qn.
No.

Subject-matter

Asked by

Answered by

468

Financial Records of Ministry
Planning
for
and
Environment
Crime Statistics in Bendigo
Area
Child Care Programs
Migrant Intake in 1983-84
Australian
Citizenship
Certificates
Government Employees on
Unattached List
Superannuation Entitlements
of Public Servants on Leave
Public Servants on Leave
Department of the Premier and
Cabinet Staff
Staff of Minister for Education
Staff of M inistry for Police and
Emergency Services
Staff of Department of Property and Services
Staff of Minister for Consumer
Affairs
Staff of Ethnic Affairs
Commission
Staff of Public Works
Department
Staff of Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands
Staff of Law Department
StaffofMinister for Community Services
Workers Compensation Costs
of Department of the
Premier and Cabinet
Workers Compensation Costs
of Department of Industry,
Technology and Resources
Workers Compensation Costs
of Ministry of Education
Workers Compensation Costs
of Department of Employment and Industrial Affairs
Workers Compensation Costs
of Department of Property
and Services
Workers Compensation Costs
of Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands
Workers Compensation Costs
of Law Department and
Office of Corrections
Workers Compensation Costs
of Department of Co mm unity Services

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

Mr John

470
471
473
474
476
477
478
479
481
485
487
49Q
491
493
495
496
499
501

502

503
504

512

518

519

521

Dale
Answered

Page

6.5.86

2088

Mr Mathews (P & ES)

11.3.86

272

Mr Perrin
MrGavin
MrGavin

Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)
Mr Spyker (Eth Affs)
Mr Spyker (Eth Affs)

22.4.86
26.3.86
26.3.86

1647
781
782

Mr I. W. Smith

Mr Cain (Prem)

6.5.86

2091

Mr John

Mr Cain (Prem)

6.5.86

2092

Mr John
Mr I. W. Smith

Mr Cain (Prem)
Mr Cain (Prem)

6.5.86
8.4.86

2092
1048

Mr I. W. Smith
Mr I. W. Smith

Mr Cathie (Ed)
Mr Mathews (P & ES)

15.4.86
11.3.86

1354
272

Mr I. W. Smith

11.3.86

273

Mr I. W. Smith

Mr McCutcheon (Prop &
Servs)
Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

6.5.86

2092

Mr I. W. Smith

Mr Spyker (Eth Affs)

26.3.86

784

Mr J. W. Smith

Mr Walsh (Pub Wks)

11.3.86

273

Mr J. W. Smith

Mr Cathie (Ed)

11.3.86

273

Mr I. W. Smith
Mr l. W. Smith

Mr Mathews (Arts)
Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

9.4.86
22.4.86

1055
1648

Mr Stockdale

Mr Cain (Prem)

11.3.86

274

Mr Stockdale

Mr Fordham (I, T & R)

9.4.86

1056

Mr Stockdale

Mr Cathie (Ed)

11.3.86

274

Mr Stockdale

Mr Crabb (E & lA)

11.3.86

274

Mr Stockdale

Mr McCutcheon (Prop &
Servs)

11.3.86

275

Mr Stockdale

Mr Cathie (Ed)

11.3.86

275

Mr Stockdale

Mr Mathews (Arts)

11.3.86

275

Mr Stockdale

Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

22.4.86

1648
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No.

534
544

549

550
551
553
554
555
556
557
558
559
561
566
569
570
572
578
585
586
590

609

611

615
620
621
623
624
628

Subject-matter

M inislry of Consumer Affairs
Travel Guidelines
Travel Details of Officers of the
Ministry for Planning and
Environment
Victorian Teaching Service
Conciliation and Arbitration Commission
Public Service Positions
Public Service Positions
Land Tax Assessments in
Doncaster and Templestowe
Magistrates Courts Fines
Stock Theft
Apprentices in Transport
Industry
Private Employers' Workers
Compensation Insurance
Eastern Freeway Public Lighting Tariffs
Eastern Freeway Public Lighting Scheme
Property Holdings of Ministry
of Housing
State Schools Maintenance
Funding
Recreation Camps
Family Camp Scheme
Amnesty on Illegal Firearms
Department of Management
and Budget Annual Costs
Ministry of Consumer Affairs
Annual Costs and Budget
Ethnic Affairs Commission
Annual Costs and Budget
Annual Costs and Budget for
Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands
Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands Travel
Guidelines
Department of Agriculture and
Rural
Affairs
Travel
Guidelines
Ministry of Consumer Affairs
Travel Guidelines
Federated Ship Painters and
Dockers Union
Federated Ship Painters and
Dockers Union
Land Tax Statistics
Land Tax Statistics
Department ofthe Premier and
Cabinet Program Budgets

Asked by

Answered by

MrWilliams

Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

MrWilliams

Date
Answered

Page

6.5.86

2093

Mr Wilkes (Hsg)

24.4.86

1657

Mr Hann

Mr Cathie (Ed)

24.4.86

1656

Mr Heffernan
Mr Heffernan
Mr Perrin

Mr Cain (Prem)
Mr Cain (Prem)
Mr Jolly (Treas)

11.3.86
11.3.86
11.3.86

276
276
276

Mr John
Mr Mathews (Arts)
Mr W. D. McGrath Mr Mathews (P & ES)
Mr W. D. McGrath Mr Roper (Trans)

15.4.86
11.3.86
8.4.86

1354
276
1051

Mr Stockdale

Mr Jolly (Treas)

22.4.86

1648

Mr Perrin

Mr Fordham (I, T & R)

17.4.86

1365

Mr Perrin

Mr Fordham (I, T & R)

17.4.86

1360

MrBrown

Mr Wilkes (H~~di

11'.3.86

277

Mr Whiting

Mr Cathie (Ed)

11.3.86

277

Mr Reyno1ds
Mr Reynolds
MrWeideman
Mr Stockdale

Mr Trezise (S'& R)
Mr Trezise (S & R)
Mr Mathews (P & ES)
Mr Jol\y (Treas)

11.3.86
11.3.86
24.4.86
7.5.86

278
279
1658
2096

Mr Stockdale

Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

11.3.86

279

Mr Stockdale

Mr Spyker (Eth Affs)

22.4.86

1650

Mr Stockdale

Mr Cathie (Ed)

11.3.86

280

MrWilliams

Mr Cathie (Ed)

11.3.86

280

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

17.4.86

1360

MrWilliams

Mr Spyker (CbrisAffs)

11.3.86

281

MrWilliams

Mr Mathews (P & ES)

8.4.86

1051

MrWilliams

Mr Mathews (P & ES)

8.4.86

1052

MrWilliams
MrWilliams
MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Tre~s)
Mr Jolly (Treas)
Mr Cain (Prem)

15.4.86
15.4.86
17.4.86

1354
1355
1360
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No.
664
671
675

677

684
686
688
692
694

696

701
704

708
712

714

716
717
726
771
822
825
826
839
840
841
843
844

INDEX

Subject-matter
Ministry for the Arts Middle
Managers' Courses
Ethnic Affairs Commission
Middle Managers' Courses
Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands Middle
Managers' Courses
Department of Agriculture and
Rural Affairs Middle Managers' Courses
Department of Property and
Services Internal Auditors
Charters
Department ofthe Premier and
Cabinet Instruction Manuals
Ethnic Affairs Commission
Internal Auditors
Status of Women in DepartCommunity
ment
of
Services
Status of Women in Department of the Premier and
Cabinet
Status of Women in Ministry
for the Arts
Status of Women in Department of Property and
Services
Status of Women in Ethnic
Affairs Commission
Status of Women in Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands
Status of Women in Department of Agriculture and
Rural Affairs
Gun Dealers' Licences
Tabling of Reports in
Parliament
Actions Against Members of
Parliament for Defamation
Department ofthe Premier and
Cabinet Group Funding
Municipal Elections
Flying of Rags on Anzac Day
Anglesea Surf Beach
National Safety Council
National Safety Council
Australian Fishing Zone
Department of Agriculture and
Rural Affairs Services
Inventory of Soil Conservation Needs

Asked by

Answered by

Date
Answered

Page

8.5.86

2099

MrWiJliams

Mr Mathews (Arts)

MrWiIliams

Mr Spyker (Eth Affs)

26.3.86

784

MrWilliams

Mr Cathie (Ed)

22.4.86

1650

MrWiJliams

Mr JoJly (Treas)

6.5.86

2093

MrWilliams

26.3.86

784

MrWiJliams
MrWilliams

Mr McCutcheon (Prop &
Servs)
Mr Cain (Prem)
Mr Cain (Prem)

11.3.86
11.3.86

281
281

MrWiJliams

Mr Spyker (Eth Affs)

26.3.86

784

MrWilliams

Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

22.4.86

1651

MrWilliams

Mr Cain (Prem)

18.3.86

528

MrWilliams

Mr Mathews (Arts)

6.5.86

2094

MrWilliams

Mr McCutcheon (Prop &
Servs)

8.4.86

1052

Mr Williams

Mr Spyker (Eth Affs)

26.3.86

785

MrWilliams

Mr Cathie (Ed)

24.4.86

1659

MrWilliams

Mr Jolly (Treas)

6.5.86

2094

MrWilliams
Mr Williams

Mr Mathews (P & ES)
Mr Jolly (Treas)

24.4.86
11.3.86

1659
281

MrWilliams

Mr Mathews (Arts)

8.4.86

1052

Mr Dickinson

Mr Cain (Prem)

7.5.86

2097

Mr Dickinson
Mr Dickinson
Mr Dickinson
Mr A. T. Evans
Mr A. T. Evans
Mr Austin
Mr Austin

Mr Simmonds (Loc Govt)
Mr Cain (Prem)
Mr Cathie (Ed)
Mr Cathie (Ed)
Mr Jolly (Treas)
Mr Cathie (Ed)
Mr JoJly (Treas)

8.5.86
17.4.86
15.4.86
22.4.86
8.4.86
6.5.86
17.4.86

2099
1365
1355
165!
1053
2095
1365

Mr Austin

Mr Cathie (Ed)

15.4.86

1355
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Qn.

Date
Answered

Page

No.

Subject-matter

Asked hy

Answered hy

849

Proposed New Bridges at
Echuca
Uniform Fishing Code
Peace Studies
Rental of Mobile Homes
Electrical Transmission Lines
Goulburn Group of Councils

Mr Hann

Mr Roper (Trans)

22.4.86

1651

Mr Austin
Mr Crozier
Mr Dickinson
Mr Dickinson
Mr McDonald

Mr Cathie (Ed)
Mr Cathie (Ed)
Mr Cathie (Ed)
Mr Cathie (Ed)
Mr Simmonds (Loc Govt)

22.4.86
24.4.86
16.4.86
24.4.86
22.4.86

1652
1659
1357
1660
1652

851
861
888
891
938

