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Tuesday, 3 March 1987
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds) took the chair at 2.5 p.m. and read the prayer.

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
The SPEAKER-Order! Last Thursday I was requested to provide a ruling on the
relevance of Ministerial replies to questions without notice. On 2 October 1984 I made a
detailed statement to the House regarding rules governing questions without notice. The
statement still stands and is available to all honourable members.
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

MELBOURNE CENTRAL PROJECT
Mr HEFFERNAN (lvanhoe)-Will the Minister for Transport explain why he has not
recouped the excess amount over the normal selling commission paid to Richard Ellis Pty
Ltd for the work carried out on the Melbourne Central project?
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I should have thought the honourable member
for Ivanhoe would have heard a detailed account of the process by which these arrangements
were entered into in 1983 and how they have progressed during the past three years.
Obviously the honourable member did not understand the arrangements that were
explained to Parliament by both the Premier and me last year that in May 1983 the
Melbourne Underground Rail Loop Authority, which was established by the former
Liberal Government, entered into arrangements governing these matters that provided an
incentive-type fee for the development. The fee would have had to be significant if the
development were appropriate.
The honourable member for Ivanhoe should be aware that, as a result of the agreement
entered into in 1983, the Ministry of Transport and the Metropolitan Transit Authority
were involved in negotiations with Richard Ellis Pty Ltd about what the amount should
be. If the honourable member had carefully examined what was said last year, he should
also be aware that the negotiations resulted in a potential legal issue involving both
Richard Ellis Pty Ltd and the MT A and also that the matter was settled last year. This
action ensured that those legal actions did not continue. The matter was settled by
agreement between the parties.
I advise the honourable member to seek advice on these matters because he has talked
about secret commissions. The agreements were entered into in 1983 and have been put
into effect.

ORGANISED CRIME IN SOUTH AUSTRALIA
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-I refer the Minister for Sport
and Recreation to a South Australian-Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS-Ifthe Labor Party had consistently-Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! I ask honourable members on the Government benches to
cease interjecting.
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS-Ifwe are to have a debate on election candidates, I have some
good information that I will start handing out at any time.

206

ASSEMBLY

3 March 1987

Questions without Notice

The SPEAKER-Order! If that is the honourable member's question, to which Minister
is it directed?
Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS-Mr Speaker, they will probably get as good as they give. If
members of the Government want to have a debate, I am prepared at any time and any
place. They will regret the day they decided to take me on!
I wish to direct my question to that outstanding Minister, the Minister for Sport and
Recreation, and I refer him to the high-level police investigation currently taking place in
South Australia involving the Mafia, marijuana and harness racing in that State.
I understand discussions have taken place between South Australian and Victorian
police and also between the two State divisions of the harness racing industry. Is the
Minister in a position to advise the House on the repercussions those investigations have
had on harness racing in Victoria?
Mr TREZISE (Minister for Sport and Recreation)-In response to the question asked
by the Leader of the National Party, I point out that all Australians are concerned about
the use of drugs in racing circles. That situation is the same wherever racing is held around
the world and we must keep on top of the problem as much as possible.
Victoria has led the way in that it has already established an inquiry into the control of
drugs, in cooperation with the Harness Racing Board, the Victoria Racing Club and the
Greyhound Racing Control Board. A report has now been finalised and it contains the
recommendation that Victoria should establish its own drug testing body to cover the
three racing codes. That report has been sent to the various racing bodies and a response
will be given to the Government in the near future.
In relation to the South Australian experience, I noticed that there was some previous
association with harness racing in Victoria. Since that report I have spoken with the chief
of the Police Racing Bureau, Mr Bill Kneebone, and have asked for more details. I assure
the Leader of the National Party and the House that the Government will keep on top of
the problem.

STATE BORROWINGS
Mr ROWE (Essendon)-Is the Premier aware of calls for a decrease in the level of State
borrowings? If so, can he inform the House of the Government's attitude on the level of
borrowings associated with this year's State Budget?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I am aware of calls that have been made from a number of
quarters about the external debt, basically stating that the States are to blame and that
they should reduce their borrowings forthwith. Statements about Commonwealth-State
relations and associated matters are often the subject of comment before a Premiers
Conference.
I point out to the House that this matter is complex and it would be extremely simplistic
to place all blame on the States for the level of borrowings. One must appreciate that 60
per cent of the debt has been run up by the private sector. The ratio is 60 per cent private,
20 per cent Commonwealth and 20 per cent all of the States.
People should pay regard to the various sums involving the private sector-and I do
not believe anyone knows what they are-within that 60 per cent because some of that
amount has been run up by persons who wish to do no more than take over other
commercial corporations. If greater efficiency is the result of those takeovers, perhaps
there is some benefit in the long term.
However, there must be a more discriminating approach on this issue than to single out
the States. Last week at the meeting of the Economic Planning Advisory Committee I
suggested to the Commonwealth Government that the appropriate course was to try to
obtain better information about the nature and application of the borrowings for the
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various sectors. There ought not be an arbitrary, across-the-board set of decisions. A close
examination of the purposes for which borrowings are applied should occur.
I believe Victoria has borrowed wisely and has been selective in its borrowings. We
have borrowed for a number of projects, such as the Portland smelter and AMRAD, which
are directed towards doing what the bottom line of this is all about: increasing export
income and enabling Victoria to replace imports as much as possible.
The Government is prepared to closely examine its borrowing program and I invite the
Commonwealth Government, the private sector and other State Governments to do
likewise. This Government will certainly play its part.
The greatest liability facing Victoria is the quality ofleadership and alternative policies
of the Opposition, because there are none. The Leader of the Opposition is on borrowed
time. While this Government and other Governments will play their part, the current
fundamental weaknesses in this country's political system must be recognised-a totally
disorderly and disorganised Opposition.
Mr Kennett-You are bankrupt!
Mr CAIN-The Leader of the Opposition is on trial in the Central Highlands Province
by-election, just as he was on trial yesterday at Werribee. He took the shadow Cabinet to
Werribee and when asked what the policy of the Liberal Party was on Commonwealth
Government funding being withdrawn from local government, he said that he did not
know what it was. I know the policy of the Government-it believes the Commonwealth
Government has no right to withdraw the programs that have been its responsibility for
some time leaving it to others to get along as best they can. The Liberal Party has no policy
on that.
Mr Kennett-What does that have to do with the question?
Mr CAIN-It says everything about the problem the State is facing. The Opposition
has no policies on anything!

MELBOURNE CENTRAL PROJECT
Mr HEFFERNAN (Ivanhoe)-Does the Minister for Transport have a legal opinion
advising against the payment of$I·97 million to Richard Ellis Pty Ltd; if so, why has the
Minister ignored that opinion?
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-Ifthe honourable member knows about improper
practices in this area, I advise him to recall his temporary running mate in his own area.
Mr I. W. SMITH (Polwarth)-On a point or order, Mr Speaker, the Minister for
Transport is not able to cast imputations on current or past members of this place without
being out of order.
The SPEAKER-Order! Imputations are out of order.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-The honourable member for Ivanhoe has alleged
that there is something improper about the arrangements in question. I shall take him
through it again, as I did last year. I shall repeat it in some detail because that might be of
assistance and the honourable member may then stop talking about allegations that some
people have received secret commissions, which he has mentioned previously.
In May 1983, the Melbourne Underground Rail Loop Authority, which, as I indicated
previously, was a continuing authority, engaged Richard Ellis Pty Ltd to promote the sale
of the Museum station development area. Members of the Opposition may be aware that
the area had been available for potential development for a long period but had not been
developed. MURLA engaged Richard Ellis Pty Ltd with the strong support of the
Government.
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In November 1983 it was agreed with the Director-General of Transport and the then
Managing Director of the Metropolitan Transit Authority that, because of the significance
of the development, there should be an incentive fee of 0-5 per cent, subject to a minimum
of$500 000. In October 1984 it was estimated in both the Ministry and the Metropolitan
Transit Authority that the payment that was likely to be required was between $1·5 million
and $3 million.
In 1986, after the sales had been finalised on the part of the authority, Richard Ellis Pty
Ltd made a claim for $2-6 million. Negotiations occurred and there was a variety of legal
advice from both sides, as there often is in commercial transactions. Some advice suggested
that the authority should pay a very small amount.
I point out that the advice from Queen's Counsel, when sought, suggested that the
position of the authority was by no means watertight and that, given the agreements made
in 1983, it might find itself paying a significant amount of money if the matter went to
court. That advice was further confirmed by a subsequent claim for $3-4 million by
Richard Ellis Pty Ltd, which, as Opposition members are well aware, would have gone to
law.
The advice was that the position of the State-this had been known since 1984-was
that it would potentially have to pay between $1-5 million and $3 million for what, after
all, was a significant price for the site.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr ROPER-I hear the new Leader of the National Party-there is apparently n'O-one
else to lead the National Party. Obviously, National Party members are meeting a fellow
called "Sinkers".
In November a deed of release was entered into between the Metropolitan Transit
Authority and Richard Ellis Pty Ltd stating that the company no longer had any further
claims. For that release, as the Government said last year, the company received $1·97
million. That was well within the level of expenditure expected two years before. I also
point out that Richard Ellis Pty Ltd was not engaged simply to sell a block of land, but
rather to sell a development area, and that was the basis on which the Melbourne
Underground Rail Loop Authority and the then Chairman of the Metropolitan Transit
Authority entered into arrangements in 1983.

CHAIRMAN OF FILM VICTORIA
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-Will the Minister for the Arts confirm that Mr Gavin
Anderson has been appointed Chairman of Film Victoria, an organisation with a
multimillion dollar budget? If so, is the Minister aware that he was a regular delegate
representing the Builders Labourers Federation at Australian Labor Party conferences? If
that is a fact, does the Minister have full confidence in Mr Anderson's appointment?
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for the Arts)-I confirm that Mr Gavin Anderson is the
Chairman of Film Victoria.

PREMIER'S VISITS TO COUNTRY VICTORIA
Mr McDONALD (Whittlesea)-Will the Premier give details of the response to his
most recent country visits and his plans for further visits during 1987?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-During the past eight months I have made seven two-day visits
to country areas. I have been delighted with the response from country people to those
trips and I have been pleased to see the good things that the Government is doing for
country Victoria.
I was in the north east of the State about two weeks ago. I had been asked to open the
new iron foundry of Kawandah Pty Ltd, a company which has expressed its thanks and
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appreciation to the Government for the assistance it has been given in formulating
management plans and obtaining low-interest loans.
I also launched the new north-eastern tourism program in an area which is, on the
figures given, the second most popular tourist destination in the State after Melbourne. I
am pleased with the strong support that that program has received from the local
community.
On that trip, a State Government reception was strongly supported by the locals-200
members of the community having attended, including the local members and their
guests.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr CAIN-The Leader of the Opposition is talking again: I know that when he is
talking, he is not thinking!
Honourable members representing north-eastern electorates were pleased with the trip
and the honourable members for Murray Valley, Benambra and the North Eastern Province
were present on almost all occasions.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr CAIN-Those members said that they spend more time in their respective electorates
when I am there than at any other time. I did hear one person say, "Good day, Lou, long
time no see". I am sure that is not right; the honourable member for Benambra is an
attentive local member.
I recently went to Benalla, a town noted for good thermals and gliding activities. I went
up in a glider. The honourable member for Benalla had never been in a glider at that stage
but he has since been up for a ride. I suggest that if the honourable member goes up in a
glider, he has more chance of finding a candidate acceptable to Joh than when he is on the
ground. That may be what he should do!
I intend to continue with trips around Victoria because they are important to country
areas. In the latter part of the present Parliamentary sitting and throughout the year I shall
be proceeding to parts of the electorates of Dromana, Mornington, Gippsland West,
Ripon, Mildura and Swan Hill. I look forward to those visits and I hope I receive the same
support from Opposition members in their electorates as I have already received on other
trips. Maybe those honourable members will get to know their electorates a little better at
the same time!

FLINDERS STREET STATION REDEVELOPMENT
Mr AUSTIN (Ripon)-I ask the Minister for Transport whether he has recouped the
$980000 of capital funds from the lessees of shops in the Flinders Street station
redevelopment project which was to have been recouped within six months.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-As honourable members would be aware, some
time ago the Government had cause to consider the arrangements for the operation of the
Flinders Street station redevelopment project and, as a result, action was taken by the
Director-General of Transport to significantly improve the administration of that project.
Honourable members might also be aware that the honourable member for Hawthorn
at first approved of what had been done in the straightening out of the administration of
that project and, subsequently, took a different position on that matter-obviously, he
had his own reasons for doing so.
As a result of efforts since that time, both the collection of back rent and the legal action
required to collect back rent on those premises, has proceeded most effectively so that the
amount of back rent outstanding has been cut, at the last I heard, by at least half, if not
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more. Steps, including legal action, have been taken also to collect the amounts of fit-out
costs outstanding.
I can further inform the House that, compared with the situation when the previous
management of that project was in place, the level of outstanding matters has fallen by
more than 50 per cent. It is expected that the legal action that will be taken by the
Metropolitan Transit Authority will eliminate the problem.

GOLDMINING
Mr SHEEHAN (Ballarat South)-Will the Minister for Industry, Technology and
Resources advise the House what steps have been taken by the Government to assist in
the development of goldmining, particularly in the Ballarat area?
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I thank the
honourable member for his question because for many years he has been pressing the
Government on the issue and supporting the resurgence of the goldmining industry in the
Ballarat area. It is part of his commitment to the continuing development of that great
city and the region around Ballarat.
Most honourable members are aware that there is now a resurgence of Victoria's
goldmining industry, with exploration and production at its highest level for decades.
Victoria has old goldfields that have played a crucial role in the history of this State and
the country. Now, with the increase in the price of gold, of which I hope all honourable
members are aware, as well as the present level of the Australian dollar, significant market
opportunities are clearly available for the development of goldmining in Victoria. Victoria's
goldfields are one of the few areas of their sort in the world that have not been reworked
using more modern and up-to-date technology, so I believe Victoria is very much on the
threshold ofa resurgence of this important industry.
Significant interest in goldmining development is being displayed, not only in Ballarat
but also in many places across Victoria. Stawell is another area showing a major growth of
goldmining activity and record levels of production. I am pleased that my department is
working with the Western Mining group in that initiative. Many times the company has
publicly acknowledged the role of the Government and my department in that regard.
I am pleased to report that Ballarat Goldfields Pty Ltd will now be undertaking a major
new mining venture at Ballarat East. It is a large-scale venture and it will be the first major
attempt for more than 70 years to try to rejuvenate the old goldfields at Ballarat. The most
modern mining technology will be applied to this venture and for the first time in Victoria
a circular 3·8 millimetre concrete-lined exploration development shaft will be sunk to the
gold-bearing quartz that has been identified by surface drilling undertaken over the past
three years. The shaft will be 150 metres deep and is estimated to cost $14 million.
I reiterate that Ballarat Goldfields Pty Ltd is proposing to spend $14 million. The
company has had indications from its drilling program that there are resources of some
400000 tonnes, with an average yield of9 grams per tonne. This program was established
based on historical data provided by my department and the company's work, which, I
reiterate, has been undertaken over the past three years.
If this development is successful, full production will follow immediately, including
other shafts and a mill to produce some 50 000 ounces of gold a year. That is the target
aimed at by Ballarat Goldfields Pty Ltd.
This development is of great significance to Victoria. It is symptomatic of a resurgence
of this important industry, not only in Ballarat but also I believe, in many parts of Victoria.
I am pleased and proud that my department has been able to play a leading and important
role in facilitating and encouraging these companies to harvest this wealth beneath the
surface of the earth.
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MELBOURNE CENTRAL PROJECT
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-Will the Minister for Transport advise whether it is a
fact that the Government has yet again negotiated with Kumagai Gumi Co. Ltd for the
construction of yet another concept at the Museum station site?
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-As some honourable members may have
forgotten, under the previous Government, the former Melbourne Underground Rail
Loop Authority spent, I am advised, some millions of dollars preparing models and
carrying out other promotions to try to find buyers for that site. As a result of the work
that was done by Richard Ellis Pty Ltd, which is of such interest to the honourable member
for Ivanhoe, that land in fact was sold and the community got some benefit from what
was a very significant State resource.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr ROPER-I know the Leader of the Opposition has less understanding than the
honourable member for Hawthorn in these matters but some $20 million is a fairly
reasonable benefit for the sale of a piece of land which, as I have said, the previous
Government simply spent money on rather than obtained money from.
In such a development of agreement that is involved with the Melbourne Central project
we will continue to work with Kumagai Gumi Co. Ltd to ensure that the State gets the
kind of development that is required. Again, I remind the honourable member that the
chief concern of this State was that it received the best possible price for the land and
significantly above, I might point out, the Valuer-General's value at the time and
significantly above what was proposed by the parties who wished to buy the land.
Mr Heffernan interjected.
Mr ROPER-I suggest the honourable member take a Valium at the Austin pharmacy.
These discussions are continuing between my Ministry, the Ministry for Planning and
Environment and Kumagai Gumi Co. Ltd and we are confident of a most satisfactory
outcome.

BREAK-IN AT OFFICE OF MINISTER FOR LABOUR
Mr McNAMARA (Benalla)-Is the Minister for Police and Emergency Services aware
that a Ms Dianne Anderson, President of the Camberwell branch of the Australian Labor
Party and a delegate to the annual conference from the Higgins Federal electorate, was one
of the persons involved in breaking and entering into the office of the Minister for Labour?
Will the Minister advise whether documents obtained by Ms Anderson and others have
been recovered and what charges the police intend to lay against Ms Anderson?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! I ask honourable members on the Government side and
particularly the honourable member for Melbourne to stop interjecting.
Mr MA THEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I am well aware of the
sudden affinity that the honourable member has developed for socialists of all kinds. I
have no doubt that if the honourable member has correctly described to the House the
background of the lady-with which I am unfamiliar-his sources of information about
her would be impeccable. At the least, one would hope that his sources of information
about her would be better than those about his previous socialist acquaintance.
On the other hand, the honourable member is well known for his interests in works of
fiction and is writing a sequel to On Our Selection. It will have a greater chance of being a
bestseller in Brisbane than in Melbourne.
I have not followed the proceedings with the same avidity as the honourable member
for Benalla, but I shall obtain the details for him and advise him in due course.
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YOUTH EMPLOYMENT FIGURES IN VICTORIA
Mrs HIRSH (Wantirna)-Can the Minister for Labour provide details of the latest
youth employment figures in Victoria and advise the House of the further steps being
taken by the Government to assist the young unemployed?
Mr CRABB (Minister for Labour)-Not only does Victoria continue for the 44th month
in succession to have the lowest unemployment in Australia with 7·1 per cent in January
as against a national average of 8·9 per cent, but also the most pleasing aspect is that,
despite the influx of school leavers into the market in January and February, the Australian
Bureau of Statistics figures show that in the fifteen to nineteen year age group the number
of teenagers looking for full-time work in January as compared with December had fallen
from 35 000 to 33 900.
Mr Williams interjected.
Mr CRABB-The honourable member for Doncaster cannot count. It represents just
under 9 per cent of the 350000 persons seeking employment.
According to the Department of Social Security's statistics, people aged twenty and
under who were receiving the dole at the end of November, the date of the last figures for
Victoria, numbered 12 711, still out of the same 350000 persons.
It is interesting to compare that figure with Queensland. The number of dole recipients
in Queensland aged twenty and under was 15 284 for the same period. That is despite the
fact that the labour force in Queensland is 1·2 million as compared with 2 million in
Victoria. In fact, the rate of unemployment among young people in Queensland is twice
the rate in Victoria.

The news is even better for the long-term unemployed. According to the Commonwealth
Employment Service figures, in December 1986 there were 4600 teenagers in the fifteen to
nineteen year age group who had been unemployed for nine months or longer, out of the
same 350 000.
The equivalent figure for dole recipients a~ed under twenty years for the twelve months
was down 2300 in the State of Victoria-whIch is an excellent figure!
One of the reasons that Victoria has had such an excellent figure is that during the twelve
months to December last year there were an extra 26 000 teenagers who found full-time
jobs, which is an increase of 15 per cent over the year. In fact, that is an average of 100
jobs for each working day for 1986.
This situation emanates from the successful State Government economic strategy and,
in particular, from the measures we have taken to accommodate young people in training
or in full-time jobs. For example, there has been an increase of 2800 places in tertiary
institutions over the past two years; there has been a record level of apprenticeship intake
and there has been an increase in school retention rates from 61 per cent in 1983 to 67 per
cent last year. There has been the introduction of traineeships in the public sector and in
a number of private sector areas.
The Government is confident of achieving the success of the Youth Guarantee Scheme
and that by the end of next year every young person aged from fifteen years to nineteen
years will have the option of a full-time job, full-time education, full-time training or a
structured combination of all three.

USE OF GOVERNMENT CARS
Mr PERRIN (Bulleen)-What action will the Minister for Transport take to reverse his
approval of the use of Government cars for union business by Mr Maddocks of the
Tramways and Motor Omnibus Employees Association, and Mr Touhy of the Municipal
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Officers Association, who are union representatives on the board of the Metropolitan
Transit Authority?
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-The various authorities in Victorian transport
instrumentalities follow proper arrangements of vehicle use. A variety of arrangements
has been made for officials of the various authorities.
Those two gentleman are in fact representatives of the employees on those boards. For
the past three years at least, but probably four years, to my knowledge, they have contributed
enormously to the activities of the board.
Mr Williams interjected.
Mr ROPER-I believe honourable members on the other side-perhaps the honourable
member for Doncaster is a good example of those whose constituents have benefited as a
result of the activities of the board-should be aware that there has been a significant
improvement as a result of the collective members of the board of the Metropolitan
Transit Authority-and those union members of the board have contributed particularlyin ensuring that those benefits have occurred.
The honourable member did not make known locally the answer to his question on
notice but he was able to see that there have been significant benefits in additional
Government bus services to his area which are as a result of the board's activities over the
years. I expect that the electorate of the honourable member will continue to expect those
kinds of improvements in his area. He may not like the fact that those improvements
have occurred but in fact they have occurred.
In terms of car arrangements, if an honourable member had any matter that he or she
wished to have investigated, we have always done that. The honourable member for
Gippsland West raised an issue concerning the use of a car by a particular officer. That
matter was investigated and detailed material was made available to the honourable
member.
The same situation applies to the honourable member for Bulleen and to any other
honourable member if he or she believes any situation has been abused. If the matter is
brought to the Government's attention it will ensure that the matter is fully investigated
and I shall do that with regard to the matter raised by the honourable member for Bulleen.

MONTMORENCY HIGH SCHOOL
Mrs TONER (Greensborough)-Can the Minister for Education inform the House
what action he has taken in the aftermath of the gas explosion at Montmorency High
School to assist staff and students following that sad incident, when both the staff and
students behaved splendidly?
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-I am sure that all honourable members will
join with me in expressing to the girls who were injured in that explosion the hope for a
speedy recovery, especially for those who were hospitalised with serious burns, and in
further expressing sympathy to their parents and to their families.
I visited the school at the first opportunity on Monday morning. I spoke to the principal,
the deputy principal and members of staff in order to convey my thanks for the magnificent
way they had responded to what was a terrible accident that was apparently caused by a
fracture in an old gas pipe that had been sealed off and soldered some years before.
The staff reacted magnificently; they showed great courage and promptness of action.
As well as thanking the staff members, I should also like to put on public record my thanks
to all the emergency services personnel: the disaster coordination people; the ambulance
officers; the fire brigade; the police; the Public Works Department personnel and officers
of the regional office of education.
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Over the weekend the area was fenced and made secure. Additional facilities have been
brought in, and when I visited the school on Monday morning, the regional office had
made available a member of the Ministry's counselling staff to counsel both the members
of staff and the students who returned later that morning, and that service will remain as
long as it is required.
In addition, this morning officers of the Ministry of Education had discussions with
representatives of the Gas and Fuel Corporation of Victoria to establish the best way in
which the Ministry can undertake a thorough check of all gas appliances within our
schools.

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Mr RAMSAY (Balwyn) (By leave)-Mr Speaker, at the commencement of question
time you drew the attention of the House to your ruling on 2 October 1984 regarding the
conduct of question time. That ruling contained a phrase that:
Ministers should confine themselves to the points contained in the question.

I find myself in some uncertainty following your statement in the House last Thursday,
when the honourable member for Evelyn suggested to you that an answer should be ruled
out of order because it had no relevance, to which you replied:
As the honourable member for Evelyn is well aware, the Minister's response does not have to have relevance.

There appears to be a conflict between the ruling you gave last Thursday regarding relevance
and the requirements stated in your ruling in October 1984 that Ministers should confine
themselves to the points contained in the question.
In order to clarify the position for the House, could I ask you, Sir, if you would give a
further explanation on the importance of relevance in a Minister's response to a question?
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources) (By leave)-Mr
Speaker, it is a pity that this sort of pinpricking is under way concerning the role of
Speaker.
Your opening statement, Mr Speaker, referred to by the honourable member for Balwyn,
should not been seen in the context of one word or one sentence but in its entirety. That
statement, quite properly, and at the request of the House, set out in some detail the
approach that Ministers should adopt in answering questions. That approach builds on
the traditions of the House and the Standing Orders by clarifying the criteria and the way
in which Ministers should address questions. It is a pity that you, Mr Speaker, are being
attacked this way.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member for Balwyn asks me to rule on a point
of order concerning what is, in his opinion, some apparent conflict between my ruling last
week and a ruling of 1984. I do not intend to uphold or refuse the point of order. I refer
the honourable member to the ruling concerning rules governing questions without notice
that was taken without question by the House when I offered it in 1984, and I ask
honourable members to continue to observe those rules.

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

Library funding
To THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the State of Victoria sheweth that the proposed cuts of$2
million to public library funding in the 1987-1988 and again in the 1988-1989 financial years will have catastrophic
effects on the services provided by the already under-funded public libraries.
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Your petitioners therefore pray that the Government reverse this decision and return to the stated ALP policy
of 50-50 funding of public libraries between State and local government. And your petitioners, as in duty bound,
will ever pray.

By Mr Kennedy (7645 signatures), Mr Cooper (348 signatures) and Mr Crozier (4366
signatures)

Reverse garbage truck service
To THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:
The humble petition of Narmara School Council sheweth that there is concern in the school community
regarding the future of reverse garbage truck service.
It is feared that such services provided by reverse garbage truck will be reduced as a cost cutting measure by
the Ministry of Education.

Your petitioners therefore pray that an assurance by given by the Minister for Education that reverse garbage
truck services be maintained at current level.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Pescott (53 signatures)

Craigieburn hotel complex
To THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:
The humble petition of citizens of Craigieburn, Victoria sheweth that they object to proposed hotel complex,
as per town and country planning application No. TP 114439.
Your petitioners therefore pray that proposed site of hotel be re-located on Hume Highway, away from
residents' homes.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr McDonald (60 signatures)
It was ordered that the petitions be laid on the table.

PAPERS
The following papers, pursuant to the directions of several Acts of Parliament, were laid
on the table by the Clerk:
Annual Reporting Act 1983-Notification of exemptions granted under s. 8 (3) of the Act to the Annual
Reporting (Administrative Units) Regulations 1985; and notifications of exemptions granted under s. 15 (1)
(b) ofthe Act to the Annual Reporting (Business Undertakings) Regulations 1984.
Industrial Training Commission-Report for the year 1985-86-0rdered to be printed.
Law Reform Commission-Report on Criminal Responsibility: Intention and Gross Intoxication.
Statutory Rules under the Local Government Act I 958-Nos 18-22.
Town and Country Planning Act 1961:
Ballaarat-City of Ballaarat Planning Scheme, Amendment No. 95.
Benalla-City of Benalla Planning Scheme, Amendment Nos 39, 42.
Kyabram-Town of Kyabram Planning Scheme 1963, Amendment No. 35/1986.
Maffra-Shire of Maffra (Balance of Shire) Planning Scheme 1982 and Amendment No. 1/1984.
Shepparton-City of Sheppart on Planning Scheme 1953, Amendment No. 101/1986.
Victorian Arts Centre Trust-Report for the year 1985-86.
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APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
The SPEAKER announced that he had received messages from His Excellency the
Governor recommending that appropriations be made from the Consolidated Fund for
the purposes of the following Bills:
Health Services (Conciliation and Review Bill)
Conservation, Forests and Lands Bill
Planning and Environment Bill

POSTPONEMENT OF BUSINESS
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That the consideration of Orders of the Day, Government Business, Nos 1 and 2, be postponed until later this
day.

I advise the House that problems at the Government Printing Office have caused a delay
in the printing of the Bills concerned.
The motion was agreed to.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-Reply
The debate (adjourned from February 26) on the motion of Mr Pope (Monbulk) for the
adoption of an Address-in-Reply to the Governor's Speech was resumed.
Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-I have pleasure in participating in the debate. I
compliment His Excellency the Governor on the way in which he has carried out his
duties since assuming that office and, on behalf of the people of Brighton and myself, I
pledge loyalty to the Governor and to the Crown.
In his address to the Parliament assembled, His Excellency dwelt on the Government's
so-called economic strategy and its so-called social justice strategy. I wish to bring together
those two elements because it is clear that the present Victorian Government and other
Labor Governments in Australia have brought to Australia an irresistible movement in
the great traditions of the fight for the freedom of ordinary people.
The great movements of human history have been seen as a fight for freedom and,
invariably, as a fight for freedom from oppression by Governments.
One recalls the struggle for the supremacy of the English Parliament over the kings of
England, a struggle for the sovereignty of the people over their own lives as a resistance to
the absolute power of the despots.
One may recall the French revolution-the liberty, equality, fraternity cry of the people
of France calling out for relief from an oppressive Government. The American revolutionitself, a resistance of people-was a claim for representation if the people were to be taxed
by a Government. Even in Australia the much corrupted-and corrupted by the Labor
movement-symbol of Eureka represented a fight of ordinary Victorians. They were the
entrepreneurs of their time, seeking personal wealth and freedom in the goldfields and to
be free from Government regulations and imposts on their livelihood.
Even the Russian and Chinese revolutions have been held out, by those who carried
them out, as a struggle against oppression, a fight to be free from the oppression of despotic
rulers.
People have raised their will against Governments and resisted the imposts of
Governments throughout human history and these fights have been regarded as the high
point of the development of human character.
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Another movement has been building in Australia, and particularly in Victoria. It is a
movement based on the resentment of ordinary Victorians about high taxes, about the
mortgaging of their future and the futures of their children and about the crushing
oppression of falling living standards in the face of the failure of Labor Governments to
act in the interests of ordinary Victorians.
At the end of the life of this Parliament, that movement will sweep the present Labor
Government from office. Labor's financial irresponsibility is manifest as is its role in
depressing the living standards of ordinary Victorians.
Labor has increased State Government spending in real terms in every one of its five
Budgets since coming to office, notwithstanding the disgraceful subterfuges employed by
the Treasurer in presenting the Budget for the current year. He attempted to hoodwink the
Victorian people into believing the Government had accepted the challenge thrown down
by the Liberal Opposition in the Parliament and, in fact, was working to reduce Government
expenditure.
As the analysis conducted by the Opposition at the time showed, that is simply not the
fact and yet again, for the fifth Budget in a row, under the present Labor Government,
Government spending has increased in real terms.
State taxation has massively increased to fund that profligate spending of the Labor
Government. The rate of increase in State taxation over the whole of the period that the
Government has been in office has been close to double the increase in the consumer price
index experienced in that time.
The Premier stood in this House last week and boasted that the Government had
reduced the proportion of the State's gross domestic product represented by State taxation.
The Premier achieved that feat not by cutting taxation, not by stimulating growth in this
State, but by falsifying the figures, by simply leaving out of the equation substantial sums
of State taxation.
When we count all State taxation, the picture is otherwise, and the Premier makes a
further attempt to delude the people of Victoria when he makes that claim. In reality, in
1981-82-the last year of Liberal Government and the year of the last Liberal Budget
before this Parliament-State taxation represented 5·3 per cent of State gross domestic
product; in 1986-87 it has risen to 5·8 per cent.
The Cain Government has appropriated unto itself, in terms of State taxation, an
additional 0·5 per cent of everything that Victorians produce. But even that has not been
enough to fund the profligate, extravagant and wastful expenditure of the Government.
It has been necessary in the eyes of the Government to generate a massive increase in
the State's debt. Over the whole history to 1981-82 Victoria had accumulated a State net
debt of$II·4 billion. By 30 June 1986 that figure had increased to $19·3 billion, an increase
of 68·4 per cent in only four years.
Again in 1986-87, Victoria has Australia's highest borrowing State Government. The
allocation for Victorian Government borrowings this year is $3·1 billion compared with
$2·6 billion for New South Wales, the next highest borrowing State. Even though New
South Wales has a larger population, its borrowing is substantially less this year than that
of the Victorian Labor Government. It is nothing short of rank hypocrisy for the Premier
to stand in Parliament today proclaiming the need for a national forum of some kind to
deal with the problem of Australia's foreign debt.
A press statement to the same effect was released yesterday and reported in Victoria's
metropolitan dailies today. It is hypocrisy, for the Premier himself has been the biggest
single contributor to the growth in Australia's most important problem, the massive public
debt.
Victoria's net debt as a proportion of State non-farm gross domestic product has increased
substantially since the Cain Government has been in office. In 1981-82 net debt as a
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proportion of non-farm gross domestic product was 28·9 per cent, and at the end of
1985-86 it had risen to 31· 5 per cent. Not content with mortgaging the future of the State,
the Government has also forced extravagant debt burdens on to the major State authorities.
For example, I refer to the disastrous debt position of the State Electricity Commission.
Before capitalisation of interest charges, the debt servicing burden of the State Electricity
Commission in 1981-82 was $383·9 million. In 1986-87 before taking account of
capitalisation of interest charges, it is expected that debt charges will be $1047·7 million, a
threefold increase in the amount of interest and other debt charges that the State Electricity
Commission has to fund each year.
Not including capitalisation of interest charges, there has been a massive increase in the
total proportion of State Electricity Commission expenses represented by debt servicing
costs. In 1981-82 it was a modest 26 per cent. In 1986-87 it is budgeted to be 37·8 per cent
of total commission expenses. More than one-third of the total expenses of the commission
are debt servicing charges. That has not occurred by accident; it is not some failure of
management on the part of the commission. Like the growth in the State debt, it represents
deliberate and conscious policy decisions taken by the State Government, just as the
Government has deliberately chosen to increase the State debt, forcing major statutory
authorities into an increased reliance on debt as a means of funding their activities. The
end result is massive debt servicing charges for the Victorian community.
The Government makes comparisons with the level of debt in the 1960s. What it omits
to mention is that real interest rates are now more than double what they were in the early
1960s. The present generation of Victorians has to bear that cost, a measure of the failure
of Labor's economic strategy.
Last year net debt servicing charges for the State and major statutory authorities were
in excess of $2 billion. That represents more than $ 500 for every man, woman and child
in Victoria. In effect, last year, the failed economic policies of the failed Labor Government
cost every Victorian $500.
The Labor quinella of the Hawke Federal Government and the Cain State Government
has forced onto Victorians the most savage assault on living standards of ordinary
Victorians in Australia's history. Throughout Australia, especially in Victoria, the ordinary
people are rejecting Labor's destruction of their living standards.
Two elements are involved in the Labor Party assault on the living standards of ordinary
Victorians: first, the crushing burden of costs that the Government has imposed on
families, individuals and businesses; and, secondly, the falling quantity and quality of
Government services available to Victorian families and individuals. That is reflected in
the cost of living-the consumer price index, which is the barometer of the spending
power of ordinary Victorian families and other households.
Under the Cain Labor Government, Melbourne has become Australia's inflation capital.
In 1986 Melbourne had the highest increase in the consumer price index. In the space of
only one year a savage attack on living standards resulted in an inflation rate of 10·2 per
cent. The increase in Melbourne was higher than in any other capital city. The 1986 figures
in other cities were: Perth, 10 per cent; Hobart, 10 per cent; Sydney 9·7 per cent; Adelaide,
9·3 per cent; and Brisbane, 8·9 per cent.
Mr Remington-What was Melbourne's?
Mr STOCKDALE-The honourable member for Melbourne obviously takes pride in
the fact that Melbourne's inflation rate was the highest in Australia. The Cain Labor
Government has eroded living standards in this State more than any other Government
in Australia. The Australian weighted average for inflation in 1986 was 9·8 per cent, which
is almost 0·5 per cent lower than the increase experienced by those of us who are unfortunate
enough to suffer under the Cain Labor Government.
What is the Treasurer's explanation? He claims that it is all involved in the devaluation
of the Australian dollar. A recent survey of the Australian Bureau of Statistics indicates
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that it is not exotic, foreign cars, French champagne or even the Federal Treasurer's Italian
suits that account for the savage increase in the consumer price index; it shows that the
big increases have not involved imported articles but the ordinary household necessities
that every Victorian household must purchase every week.
The recently completed survey found that Melbourne is the most expensive capital in
which to live for many basic staple household necessities such as a range of dairy produce,
dried biscuits, self-raising flour, rib beef, bacon, corned beef, carrots, frozen peas, tea,
laundry detergents, facial tissues and toilet soaps. It costs more to blow one's nose in
Victoria than it costs in any other State; it costs more to wash one's hands in Victoria than
in any other State; and it costs more in Victoria to have a cup of tea than in any other
State regardless of whether one has milk or sugar because all three of those components
cost more in Victoria than in any other State. It costs more to buy carrots in Victoria than
any other State, and it should be made known that we need carrots more in this State
where energy costs are so high that many people have to see in the dark to conduct their
ordinary household affairs.
The costs of dozens of items in the Australian Bureau of Statistics survey have increased
substantially more than the 10·2 per cent shown in the consumer price index. The price of
cheese increased by 11·2 per cent, breakfast cereal increased by 12·2 per cent and pork
chops increased by 11·1 per cent.
No doubt the increase in the price of breakfast cereal will cause the "Weetie king" to
take notice of the desperate plight of Victorian families!
The price of salmon has increased by 19 per cent, bananas by 19·3 per cent, coffee by
29·3 per cent, tomatoes by 70·7 per cent and the various cuts of lamb-the sheep upon
which Australia's economic security w~,' built in the past-have experienced increases
ranging between 21 per cent to 30 per ( -nt in the space of only one year. This country,
which was so heavily dependent on shl, -~p in the past, cannot afford to put lamb on the
tables of Victorian families without incI·~asing the cost, in some instances, by 30 per cent.
The average Victorian is living in fear, not only of increases in prices for household
food and hygiene items, but also of further increases in interest rates. The failure of Labor
Party economic policies, both at the national and Victorian levels, is striking fear into the
hearts of Victorian homeowners about what is around the corner for them.
The Treasurer had the gall to stand in the House last week and proclaim to the world
that interest rates would fall. That statement by the Treasurer owes more to the fear of
Victorians, as will be shown at the imminent Central Highlands Province by-election in
which a Liberal Party member will be returned to the other place, than his projections and
expectations about interest rates.
The Treasurer used that palpable device in an attempt to play down the reasonable fear
and the well-held apprehension of disaster that will be brought upon Victorians by further
failures of the Labor Government. We have heard similar statements before. The Prime
Minister said before the last election that interest rates would fall while his Government
was in office. The truth is the reverse and every Victorian homeowner with a bank
mortgage or a building society mortgage over his house knows that what the Prime
Minister said was a lie and that interest rates have skyrocketed.
The fact is that 25 per cent of a homeowner's income is now being consumed in housing
loan repayments and his family security is being eroded by the very real threat of the loss
of his house if he cannot afford to meet the high interest rate regime that Labor
Governments have foisted upon Victorian and Australian people.
Even established borrowers with subsidies from the Federal Government are having to
pay an interest rate of 13·5 per cent when buying a house. Those with housing loans from
building societies are paying more than 13·5 per cent in interest rates. New housing
borrowers, even from banks, are paying 15·5 per cent and those who are forced to borrow
with cocktail loans, where the amount they need is made up of personal loans and other
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forms of borrowing, are having to pay interest rates higher than the maximum 15·5 per
cent that is being foisted on Victorian homeowners by the present Labor Government.
Many people cannot afford to buy a house because of the interest rates with which they
will be faced. The great Australian dream of home ownership is becoming a luxury for the
middle aged and our children are simply not in a position to meet the high interest rate
regimes that Labor Governments have brought about by their borrowing policies and by
a deliberate policy of shoring up the Australian dollar against international insecurity
about our economy, by holding up interest rates to artificially high levels.
People cannot trust the soothing words of Labor politicians whose honesty has been
found wanting, whose economic policies are in tatters and who have been shown to be
wrong about interest rates.
Victorians are now more acutely aware than ever before of the impact of State
Government taxes. They know that every time they light the gas at home, one-third of the
price of the gas they consume goes in State taxation to Mr Cain and his cronies. They
know that every time they buy petrol at petrol stations to run their clapped-out old cars,
which is all they can afford now, they are paying taxes to the Labor Government. They
know that every time they turn on the electricity in their homes they are paying savage
taxes to the Cain Government, taxes that are even higher than the profits earned by the
State Electricity Commission.
They know that as Victorians they are now Australia's highest taxed citizens. For every
man, woman and child in this State per capita State taxation is $931 in this current Budget
year. That is higher than any other State and Victoria has even supplanted New South
Wales which, in days gone by, when Victoria enjoyed a Liberal Government, had a higher
tax rate. In five short years our Victorian Labor Government has overtaken New South
Wales which has a per capita State taxation of $926. Every other State is substantially
lower than those figures. The fact remains that Victorians know that they are saddled with
Australia's highest taxing Government.
The Treasurer keeps boasting that Government energy prices have increased less than
the consumer price index. The question remains: why are those prices rising at all? The
reason those prices are rising is clear; the major statutory authorities in this State have
been forced to borrow to pay interest, have been forced to borrow to pay State taxes and
they face savage State taxes, the like of which is not occurring in any other State.
In many other countries and in many Organization for Economic Cooperation and
Development countries energy prices are actually falling in nominal terms. Yet here in
Victoria we have a Government which boasts, "We are only putting them up 7 per cent
this year".
What does this mean for the average Victorian household or family who suffer from
Labor's crushing income taxes, who suffer from Labor's crushing interest rates and who
suffer from Labor's escalating State taxes? They face a 7 per cent increase in energy charges.
But are their incomes rising by 7 per cent? Are their incomes conveniently indexed to the
highest inflation rate for a developed country that Labor Governments have hung around
the neck of Australia? The answer is, "No". Their incomes are rising by less than the
amount by which this Government is increasing State taxes and charges. The Government
is taking a larger proportion of their disposable household income by increasing the cost
of services that they need to heat their homes, cook their food and allow their children to
have warm baths.
'
The Labor Government is taxing the hot showers and hot baths of Victorian children.
This Government claims social justice as its objective. I bring to the notice of the Governor
and his advisers in this pathetic Government the savage impact of taxes and charges on
many householders who simply cannot afford them. There are many people in
Brighton-Dr Coghill interjected.
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Mr STOCKDALE-The temporary honourable member for Werribee scoffs at the
people of Brighton who are living on fixed incomes. Unlike those who are bleeding the
welfare system in this country and unlike his mates in organisations funded out of the
public purse, these are people who have provided for themselves throughout their lives.
Many of them live on superannuation so they do not even draw the paltry pensions that
are the lot of so many others in the community.

They are the savaged victims of Labor's discriminatory taxes. They must face Labor's
water tax to which changes have been made to protect this Government from the wrath of
the Victorian electorate in the coming by-election. Those changes are not for the benefit of
people struggling to make ends meet on fixed incomes in the electorate of Brighton. They
now suffer a penalty under this "egalitarian" Government, that seeks to level everyone
down to the lowest common denominator, and its pathetic cronies in the union movement.
These are the victims of Labor's savage water tax and their wrath will be seen at the
next election because I can tell you, Mr Deputy Speaker, they are savage, too. They are the
victims ofland tax levied on a savagely discriminating basis and they are the people whose
incomes are not rising to meet the indexed taxes and charges and the energy costs they
have to bear.
It is ironic that the Minister for Labour dealt today at question time with this
Government's record in employment because unemployment in this State is another
inroad on family security and the saddest plight of those who want jobs and who, under
the Labor Government, cannot get them.

The Treasurer likes to claim that Victoria has Australia's lowest unemployment rate
and that certainly would be so. The Opposition is happy to see that that contInues to be
the position despite the failure of Lab or's economic policies.
But what is the position now compared with when this State enjoyed a Liberal
Government? In 1982 the Victorian unemployment rate was 6·1 per cent of the work
force. In December 1986 it was 7·3 per cent-a full percentage point higher than it was
when the Liberal Government was in office. If one looks back to a comparable month
under the Liberal Government, in December 1981 the figure was 5·9 per cent.
In December 1986 just under 150 000 Victorians were looking for work. In December
1981 there were 108 000, an increase of 41 200 Victorians who wanted a job but who could
not get a job. That is 7 per cent of our work force who wanted jobs and they could not get
them. Why? The answer is because the Labor Government has systematically set out to
destroy the incentive for investors in Victoria to provide jobs for Victorians.
The Government has made it profitable for employers to substitute capital for labour.
The Government has provided such disincentives to investment and employment that
employers are closing their doors and throwing people on to the unemployment list.
Yesterday I visited a plant in Altona North where six months ago 38 Victorians were
employed-38 families were supported by a business that processed ducks. Today there
are six people being paid in that business and I use advisedly the words "being paid"
rather than employed because in November the owner said, "Enough! I have had enough
of what the Labor Governments are doing to us", and he closed his doors. Such is the state
to which the Government has brought Victoria that that owner has still to pay six people
every week because those people are on W orkCare and they have a legal right, because of
legislation passed by the Government, to be paid partly from the public purse and partly
from that employer's pocket.
What are the things that have discouraged employers from providing jobs for Victorian
breadwinners? Firstly, taxation; the savage impact of taxation which is eroding returns on
investment. The next is Government charges. I was told yesterday about a business that is
closing a division of its activities because in order to buy one bottle a year of a substance
on the poisons register to conduct that activity the business must pay $1800 to the Cain
Labor Government. The business has simply closed down that part of its activities.
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WorkCare has proven to be a disaster and a massive incentive for Victorians to be
absent from work and to be paid for not working. The employer to whom I spoke yesterday
is no exception from the thousands of employers who are complaining about the fact that
WorkCare has simply become a rort for those who wish to abuse our "welfare system".
There have been attacks on the subcontract system; there are the excessive regulations
which add to the costs of business and there has been an unbelievable increase in the
power given to unions and to union officials. The rights of employers to dismiss those who
imperil the job security of their workmates by not putting in a fair day's work are being
undermined. Waiting lists for people to have so-called unfair dismissal cases heard by the
industrial tribunals are burgeoning; an employer cannot dismiss a worker no matter how
unsatisfactory the performance is of the worker. The Labor Government has simply lost
the confidence of Victorians dependent upon Government services.
Dr COGHILL {Werribee)-It gives me great pleasure to support the motion. I shall
start by reminding honourable members that the motion that we address a reply to the
Speech by the Governor states in part:
We the Legislative Assembly of Victoria, assembled in Parliament, wish to express our loyalty to our Sovereign,
and to thank your Excellency for the Speech which you have made to the Parliament.

I certainly congratulate the Governor on the way in which he is carrying out his role as
Governor of Victoria and, in particular, for the Speech he delivered to Parliament.
Furthermore, I am more than happy not only to support the motion but also to extend
my pledge of loyalty in a way in which I should have hoped every honourable member
would, but honourable members opposite have chosen not to do so: firstly, to pledge my
loyalty to the local community, which I am elected to represent in this Parliament, and to
the people of Victoria to whose interests I should have regard in my role as a member of
this Parliament; and, indeed, to pledge my loyalty to the Australian people generally. I
find it remarkable that honourable members opposite should choose not to make that sort
of pledge of loyalty to their fellow Australians. Furthermore, I reiterate my strong pledge
of loyalty to uphold the principles of truth in this place-something else which I found
sadly deficient in honourable members opposite.
I take those pledges of loyalty very seriously because they imply a concern for the longterm interests of those people in the decisions which I and others make as members of this
Parliament. This is especially so in the circumstances in which Australia currently finds
itself with the balance of payments difficulties that the nation has and with the economic
and social conditions that arise from those difficulties. Even more so, I take that pledge of
loyalty especially seriously as one of those members of both this and the other place who
were privileged to attend the Commission for the Future seminar at which Professor
David Suzuki, a Canadian, was guest speaker just a few weeks ago.
The alternative to taking that approach as a member of Parliament is to do what
honourable members see so often from honourable members opposite: to think just of the
short term, of self-interest and of vested interests. This attitude from honourable members
opposite was brought home to me strongly in a debate in the spring sittings last year on
the Bill to transfer land at Lake Condah to the Aboriginal people of the area.
In that debate it was claimed by the Opposition that my role which eventually lead to
that Bill, and certainly my policy position on the issue, arose out of some sort of sense of
guilt because the first selection of land at Lake Condah was made by a man called George
Coghill. I reject both the general principle underlying that charge and the specific charge
itself.
Firstly, I point out that, at the time at which I had some responsibility for assisting the
Premier in this area, I was not aware of George Coghill's involvement at all and did not
become so until late 1985 or early 1986; and it turns out that, in fact, he is not a direct
ancestor of mine. He was my great-grandfather's first cousin. It was not until after the
debate in this place last spring that I made some inquiries as to the circumstances involving
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George Coghill at Lake Condah, and it turns out that George Coghill's involvement there
was, so far as I can determine, entirely in accordance with the law then applying in
Victoria. Most Victorians and Australians would probably now regard that law as a wrong
law and one which should not have been made. Nonetheless, it applied at the time.
The particular event of notoriety in the Lake Condah district was a massacre which
occurred of the Aboriginal people who were the original owners of that land. Again, so far
as I am able to determine, that massacre occurred a few years after George Coghill gave
up his rights to the area in 1849 and had left the area.
Even if he had been involved in that, it would be unfair and untrue to suggest that I
should have any reason for guilt because of his involvement in that area and, as things
stand, I feel no guilt whatever. What I do feel-and what led to my policy position on that
matter-is that, as a member of Parliament, I have a responsibility to redress injustice, no
matter what group of people it might apply to within Australia or, for that matter, outside
Australia.
Rather than any sense of guilt about the history of the Coghill family in Australia, I can
feel very great pride. Indeed, George Coghill's older brother David is credited with having
saved Hepburn during his overlanding of livestock in 1838 because of David Coghill's
understanding of the Aboriginal people at a time when with Hepburn's party he came
across a large Aboriginal encampment.
Indeed, there are many other aspects of my family's history in Australia of which I can
be proud. John Coghill, my great-grandfather's uncle, was a member of the first Parliament
of Australia, the New South Wales Legislative Council, in 1843. His only son became a
magistrate. My own great-grandfather, at the time of his death in 1875, was a councillor
for the then Borough ofEchuca. One of his sons was a councillor and later became Mayor
of Camberwell, and is credited with major tree plantings which occurred early in the
development of the area. At least two of his grandchildren became councillors and one of
them a Master of the Supreme Court, and at least two of his ~eat-grandchildren have
been councillors. My family has a proud record of responsibihty to the community in
Australia.
However, family background ought to be irrelevant to the role that any of us plays in
this Parliament. What we ought to be doing is debating issues on their merits; not through
some perceived sense of guilt or even of pride which we have personally or which we
attribute to members on the opposite side from us.
Let me set out what I see as important in my achievement and in the achievement of
other honourable members in this place. I believe I will have failed both my own and
future generations if I do not act to protect the long-term interests of both the present and
future generations; if I do not act to protect the long-term interests of my fellow Australians,
their children and their children's children.
Many of us were lucky to be able to hear David Suzuki when he spoke to the Commission
for the Future a few weeks ago.
Mr Leigh-Mr Deputy Speaker, I draw your attention to the state of the House.
A quorum was formed.
Dr COGHILL-A number of us were fortunate enough to hear the talk given by
Professor David Suzuki a few weeks ago. What came out undeniably from his talk is that
humanity is polluting and depleting the world's resources at a rate that cannot be sustained.
It cannot continue; it must be curbed if humanity is to have a future with acceptable living
standards.
In his Speech the Governor made some references to relevant issues in pointing out that
the Government will be launching a conservation strategy. The significance of this for
Victoria can be highlighted by thinking about one of our most basic of resources, water.
Indeed, it is a renewable resource so, in that sense, we ought perhaps to be able to use it to
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a greater extent than we use non-renewable resources. It is only 100 years since Deakin's
historical water legislation was introduced in 1886: only four generations, and yet we are
using one-half of the water that is potentially available for harvesting for human use in
Victoria.
The amount of water that is available to Victoria-that is, the amount which falls on
Victoria-in an average year, can be described in a way which is perhaps easier to
understand, that is, 150 cubic kilometres per year. The vast majority of that water is lost
by evapotranspiration. That leaves us with approximately 20 cubic kilometres per year
which enters the stream flow and approximately another 1 cubic kilometre which becomes
groundwater.
It is technically feasible to collect only approximately 10 cubic kilometres of the water
that falls on Victoria each year. Currently, we are using of the order of 5 cubic kilometres
of water each year through various harvesting forms. The use of water is increasing more
quickly than is the population growth.
In fact, in recent decades the amount of water used in Victoria has roughly doubled
every decade. If one examines the period from 1886 and leaves aside the years in which it
was not possible to increase water use because of war, depression or other factors, one
notes that there has been an approximate doubling of the use of water in Victoria each
decade. We will have reached the absolute limits of the amount of water we can harvest in
Victoria and put to human use in one more doubling.
That trend highlights the need for Victorians to be given the opportunity of protecting
future water resources, energy supplies and the environment to guarantee a worthwhile
future for both the present and future generations. All Victorians must and should have a
part in conserving and improving the environment now and in the future to avoid severe
shortages of fresh water and other essentials of modem life.
Just as, for most of this century, Werribee has had to bear its responsibility in treating
sewage to provide a sustainable future and acceptable environment for the Melbourne and
metropolitan area, by not being a Wally with water, as it is put-by using water more
carefully-Victorians can prevent past trends of increasing water consumption from
exhausting Victoria's future supplies of water within only ten years.
To prevent another doubling of water usage, which could exhaust fresh water supplies,
Victorians must be helped and encouraged to use water responsibly. As Werribee people
have in the past played their role in dealing with one end of the water supply system, all
Victorians must now have a role and responsibility to do that.
Equally important will be the protection of forest catchments from which water is
collected for both urban use and irrigation.
The dangers of excessive tree clearing were dramatically illustrated by the 1939 bushfires,
which wiped out huge forest areas within a day or two. It became known after those fires
that rainfall in the burnt areas fell abruptly and, in fact, that it has returned only slowly to
those former levels as the forest regrows. Similar climatic effects could be expected and,
indeed, have been seen elsewhere in the world, from widespread clearing of forests.
Trees are important not only for the rainfall and for the protection that they offer for
catchments but also in controlling salinity. Hills without tree cover are much more likely
to absorb water which dissolves salts in the soil and carries them downhill where they can
emerge to damage or kill both native and farm trees and grasses. Until the present
Government's attack on salinity, salinity was spreading unchecked and had affected
hundreds of thousands of hectares of valuable Victorian land.
One can consider plenty of historic precedents to determine what would happen if we
did not take measures to preserve the environment-whether to protect tree cover or
prevent secondary effects, such as salinity.
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A few hundred years ago, North Africa was one of the major granaries of the world.
Now it is virtually desert country, as most people would know.
In the Tigris and Euphrates valleys, people developed irrigation systems and civilisations
developed around those irrigation systems for 200 years. Then, because of salinity, those
civilisations collapsed. Over the following few hundred years salt was leached out by
rainfall and falling watertables. That cycle continued at approximately 800-year intervals
for many hundreds of years in the Mesopotamia area.
Water is not the only precious resource about which we should be very concerned. If
one considers that most basic of transport fuels-petroleum-one notes that last year the
estimates were that, at current rates of usage, the world had only approximately 35 years
of reserves of petroleum available. That means approximately 34 years of reserves are left,
given that there do not appear to have been significant discoveries over the past year.
The same trend can be repeated for resource after resource. Victoria is lucky because it
has huge reserves of brown coal and, at current rates of use, there are probably tens of
generations of reserves available rather than just a few before the reserves will be completely
exhausted. However, at some time in the future, if current rates of use continue, those
reserves will be exhausted.
An example of what can happen if market forces are allowed to dictate resource
exploitation can be found in Nauru. Honourable members would probably have read the
article that appeared in the Age Extra on Saturday last, which pointed out that within a
few years-well within the present generation of people on Nauru-the present resources
of phosphate will be exhausted and there will be no fertile soil where the phosphate is
being mined on which to build an alternative economy.
Honourable members would be aware that, because of various historical circumstances,
Nauru has reached the stage where its debts will very soon build up to the total of its
assets-so it will be bankrupt, as it will be without an economic resource to look after its
small population.
That may seem like an extreme example, but it is a good example of what can happen if
communities, individuals, nations and Governments do not look to the future and plan
to conserve resources to ensure that there is a sustainable future for their people.
I suppose it is easy, when examining these trends, to come to some sort of doomsday
prophecy. However, history tells us that to accept the doomsday prophecy of the pollution
of the environment, declining resources and so on is unfounded. Humanity has proven
itself to be adaptable, imaginative and innovative.
No doubt, some honourable members would have read the book published for the Club
of Rome, The Limits to Growth, published in 1972. When we read that publication, most
of us were filled with a grave foreboding about the future of our world. Indeed, if one
examined the publication for the Club of Rome, Mankind at the Turning Point, which
was published in 1975, one would again be filled with a grave foreboding as to the future
facing mankind because of the depletion of resources and food supplies which was projected
in that book.
What we have found over the centuries and particularly over recent years is that
individuals, communities and, indeed, entire civilisations have overcome crises and have
the potential to do so again.
It is important for us all to look forward and to plan for the future so that we do take
account of these crises, which are always potentially in front of us. We find that the two
books published for the Club of Rome were not wrong in their projections of what would
happen in 1987 but that, because of their projections of what could happen in 1987 if
policies and people's personal habits were not changed, Governments have changed
policies, there has been greater international cooperation between Governments, and

226

ASSEMBLY

3 March 1987

Governor's Speech-Address-in-Reply

individuals have changed their consumption habits because of those projections and the
dangers that were foreshadowed in those two books.
The conservation strategy foreshadowed in the Governor's Speech is important because
it points out that this Government, this generation of members of Parliament and future
generations must give individual Victorians a lead and a chance of protecting Victoria's
water supply and other natural resources. In ten years or a generation or two, Victorians
should still have adequate fresh water and energy supplies for modern living.
A truly moving example of what an individual can do was recorded in a Victorian
publication, Trees and Natural Resources, of June 1985. The example concerns a man
called Elzeard Bouffier who moved to Vergons, a village in an alpine area of Provence in
south-east France, after his son and, later, his wife had died. At that stage in his life, the
man would have felt hard done by.
In 1910 this area of France was very arid; only three people were living among ten or
twelve mostly deserted houses. This man planted acorns, and germinated beech tree
seedlings. He did so on his own and, in 1947, he died at approximately 87 years of age. In
1953, a few years after he had died, approximately 10 000 people were living in the area
and they owed their well being to the forest that was established by that one person. The
oak and beech trees that he had planted had established a new, fresh and vibrant living
environment. The forest made the area more productive as well as more aesthetically
pleasing. That illustration shows the value of forests and backs up the remarks I made
earlier about the 1939 bushfires.
In tackling the problem of salinity the Government has adopted the attitude that it is
important to involve the community. The success of the present salinity policy is a result
of a partnership between the affected community and the Government. The Government
does not simply provide engineering solutions, as was the policy of the former Liberal
Government; that policy did not work even if the former Liberal Administration was
acting on expert technical advice.
The community should be directly involved in conservation issues and should play a
role in improving and protecting the resources on which they are directly or indirectly
dependent.
The following is another example of people responding to important issues: in 1973 the
Western World suffered for the first time the shock of oil supplies being cut off by the
Arabs. The price of export oil was increased-we are still feeling the economic ripples
from that event. Nations, communities and individuals responded to that initial shock by
reducing their energy consumption. One of the reasons why the world still has a depressed
oil market is the dramatic contraction in international trade in oil and petroleum products
which followed.
Victoria needs to be concerned about rising per capita energy consumption. If people
are provided with adequate leadership, opportunities and incentives, they will respond by
reducing their consumption of renewable and non-renewable resources. This will provide
a more sustainable future for their children and future generations.
Not only the Government but also Parliament as a whole should accept the responsibility
to look beyond immediate vested interests and immediate short-term point scoring to
protect future generations. Members of Parliament should not be interested only in
protecting, influencing or determining the possible outcome of the 1989 State elections.
We should plan for a State that sustains all residents. If we do not, we will be failing in
our responsibilities.
Mr Leigh-Mr Acting Speaker, I direct your attention to the state of the House.
A quorum was formed.
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Dr COGHILL-The action of the honourable member for Malvern highlights the point
I was making.
Mr LEIGH (Malvern)-On a point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, I take offence at the
remark made by the honourable member for Werribee as I understand that twenty
honourable members are required to be in the House.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! There is no point of order.
Mr LEIGH-Mr Acting Speaker, I take offence at the remark made by the honourable
member for Werribee. As I said, I understand that twenty honourable members are
required to be in the House.
The ACTING SPEAKER-Order! The Chair did not hear anything that was offensive
but if the honourable member for Malvern informs the House what he found to be
offensive, I am sure the honourable member for Werribee will withdraw the remark.
Mr LEIGH-The honourable member for Werribee referred to the fact that I was being
derelict in my duty by directing the attention of the Chair to the need for twenty honourable
members to be in the House. On that basis I ask the honourable member to withdraw his
comments.
Dr COGHILL (Werribee)-Mr Acting Speaker, I withdraw whatever remark offended
the honourable member so easily. I was simply making the point that honourable members
should be concerned about the long-term interests of Victorians and not whether the
honourable member for Malvern wishes to disrupt the contributions of other honourable
members.
The ACTING SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member's time has expired.
Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-I am delighted to join this debate on the motion for the
adoption of an Address-in-Reply and I indicate the continuing loyalty of the subjects of
the electorate of Syndal and myself to the Crown and to the office of Governor, which is
currently occupied by the Reverend Dr Davis McCaughey.
The decision to prorogue Parliament has provided the Government with an opportunity
of bringing its nominee to the Governorship back into the House for the opening of the
second session of the 50th Parliament. One must view that in the context that the Premier
has continued to use Parliament as a method of gaining publicity-Mrs TONER (Greensborough)-On a point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, I ask that the
honourable member for Syndal withdraw his reflections on the Governor, which are most
inappropriate.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood}-Order! The honourable member for
Greensborough has not raised a point of order. If the matter she raised had been directed
at the honourable member, she could have asked for a withdrawal.
Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-Anyone reading the Governor's address would be forced to
come to the conclusion that the Government is running out of steam. As an explanation
of that, I point out that of the twelve Bills, notice of which was given in the Speech, one is
a Supply Bill and seven have previously been through the House and are to be reintroduced,
which leaves only four new initiatives for the Government to lead the House into this
second session.
That is a clear indication of the direction in which this Government is heading. The
Cain Government has run out of ideas; it is building on its previous mistakes and, more
importantly, is becoming engrossed in a siege mentality.
The Governor's Speech highlights a number of areas in which Victoria is starting to feel
the pinch. The address does not refer to health and the way in which the Government
might provide some leadership out of the quagmire in which the health field is now
perceived to be in Victoria.

228

ASSEMBLY

3 March 1987

Governor's Speech-Address-in-Rep/y

There is no reference in the Speech to the current position of policing in this State.
There is no mention of the Portland development and what a tremendous burden that
facility will be on future Victorians. There is no reference to the much vaunted drug
offensive.
Those four areas or initiatives that the Government has taken will prove to be offensive
to Victorians. All taxpayers will recognise what the Government has done to lock them
into long-term costs, risks and positions.
The Government made many promises during the first session of the Fiftieth Parliament
but those promises were fortuitously not reaffirmed in the Governor's Speech. However,
all Victorians are aware that those promises were made.
A significant amount of the Governor's Speech was devoted to what has been called
"social justice". The social justice strategy will result in the downfall of the Cain
Government.
The strategy has not been fully understood by Victorians. It contains a good deal of
technical gobbledegook. It is written in language not understood by the ordinary person,
including myself. It is written in such a way that no commitments are given to any section
of the community. However, it has been used in the Speech as a method by which the
Government will seek pUblicity in the future.
The public perceives social justice as something different from what is perceived by the
Government. Victorians perceive it to be something that will help them to enjoy fully
their income earning ability and to participate in the way in which their lives will be
governed.
A number of issues raised make it clear that the average person will not be involved in
the social justice stategy, irrespective of the claims of the Government. The first issue
relates to housing, which is not properly provided for in this social justice strategy.
In the twelve months from June 1985 to June 1986 the ratio of average home repayments
to income has risen from 21·8 per cent to 27·2 per cent, an increase of 5·4 per cent in
Victoria but only 4·2 per cent in Australia as a whole. That reveals the hollowness of what
the Government claims to have done for people buying their own homes; home buyers
have to meet continual increases in interest charges.
Interest payments are taking more and more out of the income of the average household,
either through repayments on house mortgages or interest charged on other household
requirements. A decreasing amount of assistance has been provided to families under the
Federal and State Labor Governments to operate their personal affairs and many people
are being forced into debt. That has been a hallmark of Labor Governments over the past
four years.
The second issue that should be contained in a social justice strategy is the much
publicised drug offensive. The drug scene covers a wide field. For reasons that are perhaps
understood by most honourable members, the Premier and the Prime Minister decided
that the drug offensive that would be mounted in response to community concern would
be addressed principally at illegal drugs. A drug offensive document was released which
referred to the reasons why the drug offensive should proceed. Phase 1 of the drug offensive
major initiatives stated:
Research undertaken for the National Campaign Against Drug Abuse indicates that Australians:
see drugs as a very significant problem
define drugs as hard drugs
want more information about drugs and drug abuse
want to know what Governments are doing about drug abuse.

They were pretexts under which the drug offensive was launched. However, that overlooks
the fact that the major drug problem is not with illegal but legal drugs. The best explanation

Governor's Speech-Address-in-Reply

3 March 1987

ASSEMBLY

229

of that is also contained in a drug offensive document entitled "Deaths caused by drug
use", which states:
It is estimated that in 1984 there were approximately 20 200 deaths caused by drug use:
16 300 (81 per cent) of deaths were due to tobacco use; 3 200 (16 per cent) were due to alcohol use; 230 (1 per
cent) were due to opiates; 100 (1 per cent) were due to barbiturates; and 380 (2%) were due to other drugs.

Those figures indicate the predominance of nicotine in the drug scene. Figures that were
used in the introduction of the drug offensive make it clear that illegal drugs are a small
proportion of the total drug problem.
In the same year of 1984, 1342 deaths of young adults aged between 15 and 34 years
occurred, including 975 due to alcohol use; 192 due to opiates; 36 due to barbiturates; and
139 due to other drugs. In other words, 975 of the 1342 deaths of young people were due
to alcohol, rather than other drug abuse. Those figures are a sorry indictment of the way
in which Governments, both State and Federal, have instituted the national drug offensive
campaign.
The complicated information that has been produced would lead one to the conclusion
that the campaign is not succeeding. It is not succeeding as a campaign against legal drugs
because it is not finding its way to the people who are most at risk-the young people.
Even as late as yesterday, Open Family, an organisation operating in modest circumstances
in South Melbourne, commented on the matter. A spokesman, Mr Ben Rossiter, said that
the Government's drug offensive program has been almost ineffectual. He said:
Where is the $100 million? We have not seen its influence on the street level at all. Where has the money gone?
It (the program) is a start, but only a start.

That is a comment by a person who is in daily contact with people who have become
attracted to illegal drug use. Mr Rossiter also said:
A dishonest community has problems which it has placed on its kids. Kids don't grow dope or run brothels.
It's a delinquent adult society that does it.

That is the way in which a young person sees the drug scene at present. Young people
believe they are victims; they do not believe they are beneficiaries of the drug scene in any
way. That leads me to ask what we, as adults, perceive as the way in which this matter
should be addressed and what the scene is that we are setting to ensure that young people
do not go through life with that view of their future. The problem is perhaps best illustrated
by figures on alcohol consumption.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! Will the honourable member inform
the House of the document to which he is referring?
Mr COLEMAN-I am referring to figures released by the Australian Bureau of Statistics
and referred to as ABS 4306.0, 4315.0, published in the Australian Hotels Association
bulletin. In 1973-74, the total apparent consumption of beer was 1825·7 million litres;
consumption of wine was 148·075 million litres; and consumption of spirits was 16·752
million litres. Ten years later, in 1984-85, beer consumption had decreased slightly to
1792·084 million litres; wine consumption had doubled to 332·749 million litres; and
consumption of spirits had increased marginally to 18·764 million litres. That is the
scenario in which young people are now living. Beer consumption decreased slightly in
the ten years from 1973-74 to 1984-85, but wine consumption has doubled.
Anyone who watches the buying habits of young people in takeaway liquor stores can
only conclude that the relatively low cost and high alcohol content of wine are attractive.
For a modest outlay young people can buy considerable amounts of alcohol.
The excise and licensing fees on beer are well known, as is the fact that wine has escaped
the excise fees and paying of sales tax. One commodity is bearing one set of costs and
another commodity is bearing fewer costs. The price differential has the potential
considerably to affect young people.
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The Government should be considering this matter in pursuit of social justice under the
national drug offensive campaign. It was indicated in the address given by the Governor
that some of the recommendations of the Nieuwenhuysen report should be incorporated
in legislation. I hope the problems of wine consumption will be considered in that process.
The other aspect that should be considered is the commitment of the Government to
pursuing measures that are cognisant of the national campaign. The Minister for Police
and Emergency Services said, during the introduction of the national campaign, that in
the three years to 1988 the Police Drug Squad would be increased from 38 members to
191 members. That announcement was welcomed by the community as an indication of
the concern the Minister had for policing as it then stood.
However, one year down the track, the Drug Squad now stands at 83 members, and this
year's projected increase has been put to one side. That fact demonstrates the commitment
of the Government to the national campaign. It was prepared to be part of the introduction
of the campaign and to make promises, but when it comes to giving effect to those
promises the increases are abandoned. Young people must be concerned about their future
and must wonder who to believe.
Another indication of the Government's commitment to the drug offensive campaign
is the way in which the City of St Kilda, in conjunction with shop traders in St Kilda,
became so desperate with the situation in Fitzroy Street that they offered premises to the
Police Force for its occupation. The Police Force, to its credit, took up the offer and
established in Fitzroy Street an annexe to the St Kilda police station.
The annexe has operated for a little more than twelve months. The efficiency of its
operations is demonstrated by the figures relating to drug charges, which are only a part of
the overall policing being provided, and they are indicative of the other street offence
statistics. In the period from the opening of the annexe, drug trafficking charges have
totalled 51; 169 people have been charged with possession of drugs; one person has been
charged with inducing a person to take drugs; 94 people have been charged with using
drugs; and five people have been charged with cultivating drugs.
The annexe services a relatively small triangular area of St Kilda bounded by Fitzroy
Street, the Esplanade and Barkly Street. It is a small portion of the St Kilda police station's
district and, through a 24-hour operation, it has made such an impact on the area that it is
said now that much of the criminal activity that was being carried on there has moved to
other places.
The response of this Government to that operation has been twofold. Firstly, the
Government informed the "I" district, a district with a small establishment of 319
personnel, that the annexe must be staffed from within the district. It takes 28 people to
staff the annexe on a 24-hour basis. Therefore, the "I" district management was required
to withdraw 28 of its members from its establishment of 319 to service the annexe. The
stations within the "I" district include St Kilda, Fitzroy, Collingwood, Richmond and
Prahran. It is an extremely busy district. The withdrawal of personnel from other areas
has meant understaffing in other parts of the district. The Government was not prepared
to staff the annexe, but required the district to draw stafffrom within the district.
Secondly, no additional funds were made available to run the annexe. As a result, 46
per cent of the overtime allowance for the district is now being devoted to the St Kilda
annexe. To make matters worse, as a result of the high number of charges that have been
laid through the operation of the annexe, those police are required to spend considerable
time pursuing the charges through the courts and, at times, it has been necessary to call on
squads outside the district to ensure that the police presence is maintained. At times the
independent patrol group has supplied some members but that group is required at other
times to go to other places. For instance, recently it was diverted to the County Court
when the case concerning the bomb outside police headquarters was being heard.
The Government is prepared to latch on to the publicity in issues that emanate from
the national drug offensive campaign, but when it comes to more practical measures, the
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Government has been found wanting. It should be borne in mind that the City ofSt Kilda
was completely behind the proposal for and establishment of the annexe. The council
wanted to ensure that the public's perception of the St Kilda area was improved. That
presented the police with a wonderful opportunity of demonstrating what could be achieved
through community policing. On the figures provided-and they are readily available at
the annexe-it has been a successful operation.
One would hope that when the operations of the annexe are reviewed in April the
Government will be committed to its continuance. It has operated in an area that is
difficult to police. It has operated effectively and it should not suffer in any proposed
restructure of police districts. I understand that the stations of Fitzroy, Collingwood and
Richmond will be closed and the operations centralised and that "I" district will remain
south of the Yarra River and will take in the stations of both South and Port Melbourne.
One would hope in the change of boundaries and the restructure that the success of the
annexe is recognised and that the annexe becomes a station in its own right. At present
police personnel have to transport people from the annexe to the police station for the
purposes of interviewing and laying charges because the annexe is not a registered police
station. This is time consuming and inconvenient. The annexe should be established as a
proper police station in its own right and the wonderful work it is doing should be
continued.
The national drug offensive campaign is also an educative campaign. It is not clear how
the Ministry of Education is implementing educative measures in schools. A tragic
demonstration of how ineffective the education program on drug abuse has been is the
recent accident at the Montmorency High School that resulted from school children-in
this case, girls-smoking cigarettes. Basically, one could say that this was a drug-related
accident. The way in which the Ministry of Education is implementing drug education
programs in schools is in question. A whole range of people from various organisations
with the required expertise is available to put into place education programs on drug and
alcohol abuse, programs that have been tried and tested and are understood by the
teaching profession, yet new programs are not being implemented by the Ministry of
Education.
The new school year has started and curricula have been set but no attempt has been
made to include drug and alcohol abuse programs in schools. The national drug offensive
campaign has been established for twelve months and schools are not yet able to go into a
school year with any material made available to them to implement this education program.
It begs the question of what this Government's commitment is to the drug offensive
campaign, and I wonder how long it will be before someone takes a hand to ensure the
implementation of these programs. They are absolutely necessary.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! The honourable member's time has
expired.
Mr J. F. McGRATH (Warrnambool)-I have much pleasure in responding to the
address by the Governor of Victoria, His Excellency Dr Davis McCaughey, and I commend
His Excellency on the manner in which he delivered that address and the way in which he
goes about his duties as Governor of Victoria.
On behalf of the people ofWarrnambool, I thank His Excellency for his recent visit to
my electorate and the way in which he and Mrs McCaughey endeared themselves to the
people whom they met. They went out of their way to ensure that those people who have
never had access to them were able to speak with them. It was a sensible and heartening
approach.
I also bring my allegiance and that of the people of Warmambool to the Governor's
office and the Crown.
His Excellency, in his address, indicated that the nation has ridden on the sheep's back
and from what could be dug out of the ground. It is an accurate statement and clearly
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defines one of the reasons for the plight Victoria finds itself in today, because the market
Victorians and Australians enjoyed as a result of riding on the sheep's back and from
cultivating the soil has disappeared because of the economic policies of the State and
Federal Governments. Those policies have affected the export market of rural produce,
which was the backbone of the country.
The dire economic position has been brought about by the Government's lack of
attention to rural matters. It is obvious that until such time as those matters are addressed,
no matter how hard or efficiently rural people work, or how much technology improves,
Victoria and Australia will not be able to compete on world markets.
Australia depends heavily on its ability to produce commodities from its hinterland.
Governments talk about the arbitration process, the flexibility of wage increases and the
lack of disputation as compared with previous Liberal Governments, but Victorians know
the enormous problems that the nurses' strike created for Victoria. The Government
cannot hold previous Governments to ransom following that strike which went for
approximately 50 days and which affected people throughout the State.
The strike brought into question the Government's ability to negotiate and to shortcircuit ongoing and disastrous disputes.
Another strike that is developing in importance is the one by drivers employed by
Carlton and United Breweries Ltd. It involves a company selling off one section of its
business in what should be a normal business process to another company to ensure that
the business is functional and efficient. Trade unionists must recognise that their job
security rests securely on the shoulders of employers who are able to pay only in proportion
to their ability to pay. The days are gone when employers can grant wage increases and
conditions that they cannot afford. The end result of that course of action would be a
decline in job opportunities.
I am sure all members of the House have as a priority the creation of employment
opportunities. Unless the Government is able to do something about the impasse that
employers find themselves in with the fixed wage structure and associated costs, all
Victorians will be in for a difficult time.
The Lloyd report into agriculture made some interesting, significant and conflicting
recommendations. I do not agree with all the recommendations of that report. The
Government, through the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs, has failed to act on
the Lloyd report or come out with specific policies as the result of the recommendations
of Professor Lloyd, a man whom the Government felt was capable of producing the
voluminous report. It raises the question: how serious is the Government about addressing
the issues confronting rural Victorians if it is not going to implement any of the
recommendations of that report? The public authority dividend tax on the Grain Elevators
Board is an example of one of the imposts imposed on country people and is a tax on
grain growers who are already undergoing enormous difficulties. Many grain growers are
facing substantial debts because of declining markets and rising overhead costs. Their
future is very bleak.
The Lloyd report outlines the way in which bodies such as the Rural Finance Commission
can assist rural people. The commission has an important part to play in rural activity
and in the welfare of Victorians. The Government should not think about downgrading
the role of the Rural Finance Commission, but should be expanding its role. The
commission has gathered a group of people who are very sensitive and understanding to
the needs of country Victorians. They deliver a service in the most expedient and efficient
way. To suggest that the commission should be restructured or downgraded puts into
question the Government's genuine desire to assist rural Victorians.
The reduction in funding to the Victorian Young Farmers movement is a further
example of the Government's attitude to rural Victorians. I am sure the Minister for
Consumer Affairs would agree with me that the lifeblood of any school body, football
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team or farming group is the young people who are part of those organisations. The
Victorian Young Farmers Incorporated is a group of people who have clearly demonstrated,
over a number of years, a strong capacity to deliver basic training to young farmers and to
people who live in rural Victoria but who are not necessarily farmers.
The movement has a slogan which says, "You don't have to be one to be one". The
Government would have difficulty in understanding what that is about.
The Victorian Young Farmers Incorporated helps bring together people who live on the
land and people who live in urban centres. The Government should re-examine its
reduction in funding to the Rural Finance Commission and the Victorian Young Farmers
Incorporated.
The Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs has regionalised its offices and facilities.
It is obvious that the Government does not care much about country Victoria, especially

when one examines the reductions in teacher housing.
I turn now to examine regionalisation and its effectiveness and impact on the lives of
country people. I refer especially to the effects of cuts in hospital funding in the Barwon
south-west region, or region No. I as it is known in the structure of Health Department
Victoria. What effects are those cuts having on the constituents who live in my electorate
and the electorates of other honourable members who represent western Victoria?
The Government is telling hospital boards in western Victoria, "You will have to
tighten your belts and reduce your services". Cuts were imposed Statewide, but only
western Victoria was subjected to what the Government calls a "relocation of funding"
which means that the Government examines the needs of a health region in western
Victoria and says, "Geelong is the centre of the region, so we will reallocate funds from
these other hospitals back to Geelong". That is what is know as centralisation.

Mr Shell-Hear! Hear!
Mr J. F. McGRATH-1t is obvious from the interjection by the honourable member
for Geelong that the area he represents needs increased hospital funds. When the honourable
member spoke in the debate on the motion for the adoption of the Address-in-Reply to
the Governor's Speech, he said that people move back from Queensland to die in Victoria.
They will only die in Victoria; they will not live in Victoria! That was an interesting
comment to make about hospital funding.
The Government is cutting funding to small hospitals in western Victoria such as at
Koroit, Port Fairy, Warmambool and Terang. Under the process of funding reallocation
a group of empire builders in Geelong is cutting hospital funding in those areas and
reallocating the funding to Geelong.
The Koroit Hospital consists of 28 beds, alld services a rural community. The board of
that hospital has been asked to cut its budget next financial year by $98 000. One does not
have to be Einstein to work out that that reduction in funding applied over ten years will
close the Koroit Hospital. The Government is so deceitful that it will not state outright
that it wants to close the Koroit Hospital, but it adopts the deceitful funding reallocation.
The National Party views regionalisation with a great deal of suspicion because
approaches adopted by various members of the National Party to different regional health
offices have been merely listening sessions. My colleagues in another place, the Honourable
Bruce Chamberlain and the Honourable Roger Hallam, have had similar experiences to
me, as has the honourable member for Portland. One can discuss a problem with an officer
in a regional health office, but that is where the problem remains. Those who make the
funding decisions never get to hear of the real difficulties faced. It has been my suspicion
that regionalisation was established to relieve the pressure from the Minister for Health
and those around him who make the funding decisions.
Session 1987-9
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Protests at funding cuts to hospitals remain at the regional office and are never taken
any further. Those protests do not reach the desk of the Minister for Health. Is it any
wonder that people view regionalisation with suspicion?
The City of Warrnambool has a wonderful facility known as Lyndoch Home for the
Aged, which is situated in a beautiful environment on the banks of the Hopkins River.
There are magnificent views for the elderly to while away their retirement years and the
residents are well catered for. Due to the growing ageing population there is an enormous
waiting list for the home, and that waiting list is growing every day. Two and a half years
ago the local committee of management completely fitted out one wing of the home.
However, the home awaits Government funding to install 28 beds. Is denial of that
funding the way the Government wishes to treat elderly people? Surely the Government
should have a better commitment to its social justice program.
I turn now to examine the lack of power in decision making at a regional level and I
refer especially to the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands. I refer to the
regional director for the department in Portland, Mr Reid, who is a very cooperative,
obliging and competent officer. Unfortunately, Mr Reid is now loath to make decisions. If
one speaks to him on different matters, he virtually refuses to make decisions. Why is that
so?
Mr Reid made a decision and was reported in the press as having done so. As a result,
pressure was applied to the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands by a couple of
individuals in the town. The Minister pulled out the rug from underneath Mr Reid, who
was belittled on the front page of the local press because his decision was overturned.
If the Government is serious about regionalisation, it should give its officers the power
to take decisions and it should support those officers. Mr Reid lives in the area and he
understands its needs. Obviously his decision was well-based. Following three public
meetings, and I could not calculate how many letters, the Minister's decision was reversed
in favour of the one taken by Mr Reid. The move by the Minister hi$hlighted bureaucratic
and Ministerial interference, which did nothing to induce confidence In regional operations.
I should express grave concerns that constituents in my electorate have expressed to me
about the closure of access tracks to areas along the south-west coast. Many of these access
tracks to various fishing and recreation areas are being closed without any consultation
with local communities or consideration of the effect those closures will have on tourism.
The Deputy Premier often tells the House that the Government views tourism as being
of vital importance. Victoria has one of the best scenic coastlines in Australia, especially
that stretch of coastline from Apollo Bay to Peterborough and on to Warrnambool.
The Government says it is committed to the promotion of tourism and yet it is closing
off access tracks and denying the public the opportunity to go to these places. The
Government may well argue that this is done in the interests of conservation, but if it were
genuine in its interest on conservation, the people in the electorate I represent would
wholeheartedly support the moves by the Government; but these people do not.
It is a concern of all Victorians that the Government and the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands are unable, whether it be through finance or for some
other reason, adequately to stock the rivers and the waterways with new fish varieties.
Requests have gone unheeded and one can only assume that the Government does not
have the necessary funding for this purpose.
This morning, I listened with great interest to the Minister for Labour speaking about
the Government's great achievements in youth employment. I am sure that every
honourable member would like to see young kids being given the opportunity of having a
job. However, I bring to the attention of the Government the large group of people starting
to swell the unemployed ranks who, at this stage, have not been given due consideration.
I refer to the large percentage of unemployed in the 24 to 39 years of age bracket. It bears
reflection on the statistics to see the enormous growth of unemployment in this age group.
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It is significant because this group has different problems from those of the younger group
in that many of them have families, many of them have debts and financial responsibilities
and many of them are at an age when they find it difficult to readjust to the opportunities
of a varied employment. They are not given the opportunity, at this point, of retraining.

Although I commend the Government for its attention to youth unemployment, I draw
its attention to the 24 to 39-year-olds who will create enormous problems for the State in
the future. All sorts of problems will be inflicted on these people and their families such as
family break-ups, and bankruptcy. I trust that the Government is aware of these probable
developments.
In figures I read the other day, I was amazed to see the percentage to which unemployment
in this group has grown. We all realised that the figure was growing, but not to the extent
that it has at this time.
A great deal has been said about housing and the difficulty of obtaining public housing.
In the electorate I represent, in the past two years, the waiting time for public housing has
increased from 20 months to 36 months. Many people are utilising Ministry of Housing
accommodation who, financially, could well afford to be placed elsewhere and I wonder
whether the Minister for Housing has considered subjecting applicants for Ministry housing
to some form of ongoing means test.
Mrs Setcbes-It's 20 per cent of their income!
Mr J. F. McGRATH-Does the honourable member for Ringwood know what their
income is? No, she does not. Some people in the electorate I represent are bringing in
double incomes and paying 20 per cent of one income. The honourable member for
Ringwood sits back and says "20 per cent of income"; is she serious about the mother and
three children whose husband has cleared out and left them? Does she seriously care about
them when they cannot get a house? If she cared, she would want to do something about
the people who are abusing the system. The Government must address this problem.
Government housing is surely for people who cannot afford to get into the private
sector. To these people, the Government has a responsibility to provide Government
housing and not just pass the buck.
I turn now to road funding and the Government's "commitment" to country Victoria.
Even though the Government says in its 1985 housing platform that an effective public
transport system is critical for all Victorians, whether they live in Melbourne, in provincial
cities or in the country, that is really a joke because anyone who knows anything about
country Victoria would know about the rapidly declining road system, suffering from cuts
of 10, 15 and 18 per cent in some municipalities; and this is without taking into account
inflation.
In a day of high technology, and with enormous increases in the number of vehicles
using roads, municipalities are faced with the decision of whether to take bitumen roads
back to gravel. In one of the municipalities in the electorate I represent, 11 kilometres of
road has been taken back to gravel and it is obvious that, in the next financial year, many
more kilometres of road will be taken to gravel.
Surely in this day of advanced technology and with all the necessities of life being
available through the Government's social justice strategy, we are capable of delivering a
network that is so vital to country Victoria.
Recently, the Government has been talking of the added bus services in the area of the
central highlands and we hear talk of bus services in other areas. That is fine; it is not as
practical to run extended bus services in the country as it is in the city but it is not
unreasonable to request that the road funding be adequate to keep the surfaces at a level
that allows vehicles to travel in a safe manner and without undue stress on those vehicles.
Road funding in Victoria has reached crisis point and there will be an enormous
backlash from the public. In the electorate I represent, a road crisis committee has been
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formed by people involved in municipalities right across the south-west region of Victoria.
They are now starting to talk with similar groups in other parts of the State. They are
doing this in their own time and travelling at their own expense to talk about road funding.
They are busy people. They do not do it because they enjoy the drive or because they have
nothing else to do with their time; they do it because we are in a crisis situation.
The situation needs to be addressed immediately. It is the view of some groups that
there ought to be one body controlling road funding. That one body could eliminate the
buck-passing and pussyfooting going on between Governments as to whether a problem is
a Federal or State responsibility.
I implore the Government and the Premier to reconsider the road funding allocation to
country Victoria because it is not reasonable to expect country Victoria to accept gravel
roads when there is so significant an increase in public transport funding in Melbourne.
The Government, the Premier and the Minister for Local Government, who sits there
mumbling in his beard, would do well to go out and talk among the people in country
Victoria. They should go out in the sticks and find out what these Victorians need because
obviously, at present, the Government just does not understand.

Mrs SETCHES (Ringwood)-In speaking on the debate on the motion for the adoption
of an Address-in-Reply to the Governor's Speech delivered in the other place last week, I
am pleased to convey to the Governor and to his wife the best wishes of the people of
Ringwood. In the short time His Excellency has been Governor he has brought dignity
and compassion to that office and has been an asset to the State. I appreciate his quiet, dry
sense of humour. The people of my electorate of Ringwood and I met His Excellency
shortly after he became Governor of Victoria in April 1986. He visited the electorate to
open the 1986 Scottish Highland Games which are always held in Jubilee Park of the City
of Ringwood.
The gathering of the Scottish clans heard the Governor speak about his Irish heritage
and the times that had not been joyous between the two nationalities. The people of the
City of Ringwood enjoyed his visit and hope to see him again shortly.
This is the sixth year of the Cain Labor Government, and it is the longest serving Labor
Government in Victoria. In reflecting on the economic situation facing Victorians, one
realises that when the Cain Government took office in 1982 there was a great deal of
difference in the figures that applied then and those that apply in 1987. Victoria was called
the jewel in the Liberal crown. It was seen, if I remember rightly the words of the former
Liberal Premier, Sir Henry Bolte, as the "quarry of the world". He said that all that we
needed to provide were our national resources and what Victoria was able to grow on the
sheep's back, and, as the honourable member for Warrnambool indicated, to till the soil.
We should look at the way the present Government services rural Victoria. There have
been over 500 visits by members of the Cabinet to rural areas. This is taking the
Government to the people who are isolated from the central issues of government.
I comment also on the statements by the honourable member for Warrnambool about
the young farmers' organisation, in that one does not have to be one to be one. That is a
funny slogan. The money from the young farmers has been allocated to the Royal Society
for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals. That is a worthy organisation in the view of the
Government, and every member of the House would agree with that. The RSPCA looks
after injured and sick animals that are in crisis. It needs a great deal of money to continue
its operations. The young farmers do not require as much money as does the RSPCA.
Over the past six years the Government has faced up to the mammoth task of reorienting
and realigning the economic performance of Victoria and endeavouring to make the best
of its economic strategy, to promote areas of excellence and to develop a resurgent
manufacturing industry where a number of jobs can be created and developed.
Honourable members on the Government side may have mentioned in their
contributions the record Victoria has achieved in having the lowest unemployment-rate
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in Australia over the past 44 months. Month after month the national figure for
unemployment has been considerably reduced because of Victoria's constant record of
low unemployment. With that lowest unemployment rate for 44 months there has also
been an enormous job growth. In 1986 the Government was creating over 220 jobs a day,
a growth of 82 000 jobs a year. That shows the strength of the Government's economic
recovery, and those jobs are being continually provided.
Mr Leigh-Mr Speaker, I draw your attention to the state of the House.
A quorum was formed.
Mrs SETCHES-The economic recovery in Victoria has been added to by the measures
taken by the Government in introducing the WorkCare package. That package has
significantly reduced workers compensation premiums from 4·8 per cent of the wages bill
to 2·2 per cent. That is a saving to Victorian businesses of$500 million. This has created
further economic demand in Victoria while at the same time providing a humane and just
approach to people who are injured or have contracted an illness in the workplace.
Government members understand the difference between the current situation and the
problems that existed and the system that operated before the introduction of WorkCare.
The ability to assist people and to handle the problems of injured workers has been
remarkable.

A sign of economic recovery in the manufacturing industries is evident from the number
of apprentices who have been added to the total number of apprentices undertaking
training. In 1986 there were 1300 new apprentices within the group apprenticeship scheme
in Victoria. I have a good association with that outer-east group apprenticeship scheme
which was a successful scheme started in 1983. I was pleased to launch the affirmative
action project report which was attached to the outer east group apprenticeship scheme
and the outer east municipalities association.
That project saw the appointment of an affirmative action officer to develop policies for
employers to take on girls in non-traditional trades. During the year the project operated,
it was extremely successful in matching employers in carpentry, electrical trades, building
and fitting and turning with young girls who wished to take on those jobs.
The project gave them a training component and will lead to the girls receiving good
wages, which is in stark comparison to most girls in the work force who receive only 60
cents for every $1 that a male receives. The scheme enabled girls to earn what men earn
and undertake jobs that men undertake.
I shall refer to Australia's balance of payments position. I am pleased that the total
exports from Victoria have increased by 15 per cent from 1981-82 to 1985-86. Victoria is
doing its fair share, although it could probably do more, in assisting Australia's balance of
payments.
I spoke earlier about youth and the need for providing other people with jobs, training
or schooling so that they will not become drop-outs and part of the forgotten society. I am
pleased that there has been a 50 per cent increase in the intake of apprentices. In 1982-83,
10 045 apprentices were employed, and in 1985-86 the figure had increased to 15 354.
That increase in a few years has been achieved by massive undertakings of the Department
of Labour, the Industrial Training Commission and employers.
I shall now refer to new housing commencements. In 1985-86, more than 36 000 new
houses were commenced to be built. That is an increase of 25 per cent on the 1982-83
figure, and is a good indication of the confidence in the Victorian economy.
While I am referring to the Victorian economy, I shall also refer to the Queensland
economy as a comparison. The Messiah from the north-the Queensland Premier-is
claiming that he will bring a better economic situation to Australia if he becomes Prime
Minister. It is in everyone's interests to examine the situation in Queensland where there
is increased public spending. Statistics show that Queensland's growth in public spending
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in 1985-86 was higher than any State. That is in contrast to the rhetoric put forward by
Bjelke-Petersen's supporters. Car registration fees are higher in Queensland than other
States and there has been an increase of 75 per cent in State taxes and charges over the
past five years. While the Queensland Premier is boasting that Queensland does not have
onerous taxes and charges and death duties and that people are flocking to Queensland
because oflow charges, taxes have increased dramatically.
I shall refer to an article that appeared in the National Times of 8 February this year
entitled, "The Red Tape State". The article refers to the increased debt in Queensland and
is extremely interesting. It states:
According to US investment banker Salomon Brothers, Queensland has had the second highest growth in total
debt from 1982-85-up 60 per cent from $6 billion to $9·6 billion. Highest was Western Australia with a growth
of 78·8 per cent and all other States were arounq. the 57 per cent growth mark.
Salomon estimated Queensland would increase its outstanding debt by the greatest proportion in 1986.

That is a sobering thought.
The Victorian Government has worked to reduce regulations and the red tape that slows
down enterprise, and it has been successful. Queensland is the most regulated State in
Australia, with more than 7600 regulations at last count in 1979. A Government initiated
report on the subject found that regulations cost industry more than $250 million a year.
That is a damning statistic for the Queensland Premier who hopes to become the Prime
Minister. However, to achieve that, he must be the leader of the major party in Federal
Parliament, and that is extremely unlikely.
Mr Leigh-Mr Speaker, I direct your attention to the state of the House.
A quorum was formed.
Mrs SETCHES-The Government has a strong commitment to its social justice strategy
and to the delivery of social justice to Victorians. The Government has selected four areas
of major priority which are: children in poverty, long-term unemployed, dignity and
security for the aged and human rights. The Government has carried out social justice
policies for the past five years, and the four priorities further refine the view the Government
has taken.
The Governor's Speech referred to the Health Services (Conciliation and Review) Bill,
which is extremely important for establishing an office to review complaints about health
organisations, professions, services and institutions. It is essential that such legislation is
in place; it was recommended by two inquiries conducted by the Social Development
Committee.
I am aware of the need for the proposed legislation in my capacity as the Chairperson of
the Victorian Women's Health Policy Working Party. The working party's consultations
undertaken in 1985-86 throughout Victoria clearly show that a need exists for a complaint
mechanism where consumers are able to put forward their views to provide equity and
justice to people who are not only the beneficiaries of the health system but also who are
sometimes its victims. I look forward to that proposed legislation being debated.
I am also pleased that the De Facto Relationships Bill will be reintroduced with some
amendments. That Bill will help to ameliorate the harsh conditions affecting people who
enter into de facto relationships as a result of the operation of the common law. I am
pleased that a legally enforceable cohabitation and separation agreement arrangement will
be included in the Bill which actually follows the New South Wales model. The Act in
New South Wales has been in operation for a couple of years without any apparent
problems and has been of benefit to the people in New South Wales who are living in a de
facto relationship.
I have a special interest in the Bill to provide protection for victims of domestic
violence. That Bill will be introduced by the Attorney-General in the Legislative Council
during the current Parliamentary session. That Bill follows a discussion paper by the
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Department of the Premier and Cabinet on criminal assault in the home: social and legal
responses to domestic violence. That paper was widely circulated last year after extensive
consultation.
Honourable members may not be fully cognisant of the need for the issue of an
intervention order to be permitted in this State to assist in the protection of women and
children from violent men and to assist police in the codifying of the law so that they
understand the cases of domestic and violent relationships in which they must intervene.
With the introduction of an intervention order, it will be necessary to ensure that, where
a criminal assault has occurred, charges are brought against the party responsible for the
assault, together with enforcing the intervention order.
The introduction of the Bill will also highlight the need for social responses for criminal
assault. Not only extra legal services but also extra social services will be required by
women involved in domestic violence.
I congratulate the Women's Reform Theatre Troupe on its video entitled "No Myth"
which exploded a lot of myths in the community about domestic violence. One myth is
that only certain types of men assault their wives; that these men are either of a particular
ethnic group or are inebriated. This video shows that this is not the case; that men can
and do assault their wives whether alcohol is involved and regardless of their ethnic origin.
The video shows that domestic violence occurs in all ethnic groups including, of course,
Australians.
It is important that honourable members realise that although no empirical data is
available within Victoria on the number of domestic violence calls attended by police,
some real indicators point to the true situation in Victoria. In fact, in the discussion paper,
"Criminal Assault In the Home: Social and Legal Process to Domestic Violence", it is
stated:
A study of four police stations in New South Wales indicated that, over a twelve month period domestic
violence constituted up to 32·1 per cent of all police peace-keeping calls ... A Victorian study of police records
of three separate one week periods during 1975 indicated that D.24, the central police switchboard, received
17 000 domestic violence calls each year ... more recently it has been estimated that this figure may be as high
as 34 000 calls per year ...

That is, since 1975 there has been an increase to 34000 calls to the police relating to
domestic violence.
It must not be overlooked that a large percentage of murders that occur in this State are
as a result of domestic violence or domestic disputes. Any legislative improvement in this
area will be welcomed by the people of Victoria.

I look forward to the introduction and debate on the proposed House Contracts
Guarantee Bill that comes within the jurisdiction of the Ministry of Consumer Affairs. I
am sure honourable members, from time to time, have been approached by constituents
who have had horrific problems with defective houses. The complexity and inadequacy of
the administrative arrangements under the Local Government (House Builders' Liability)
Act have not addressed the problems of these people. The proposed Bill will provide social
reform in this area and I look forward to debate on the Bill.
Unlike the honourable member for Warmambool, I am pleased with Government
health programs proposed for 1986-87, and, in particular, those that apply to the electorate
of Ringwood. For instance, the Maroondah Hospital will receive an allocation of
approximately $34 million to build four new operating theatres, increase the number of
acute hospital beds, and provide pathology, ophthalmology and a whole range of services
that have not previously been provided in the outer eastern suburbs. In addition, 25 extra
psychiatric beds will be attached to the Maroondah Hospital following the decommissioning
of the Willsmere Hospital. Currently, elderly people with psychiatric problems must go to
the Willsmere Hospital, which, in many cases, is a long way from their homes. The
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establishment of the psychiatric unit and psychiatric beds at the Maroondah Hospital will
be of enormous benefit to the people of Ringwood.
In line with the Government's policy of bringing security and dignity to the aged in its
social justice policy, I am pleased that the Ringwood-Croydon community nursing home
has been advised by Health Department Victoria that some capital funding will likely be
available in the 1987-88 financial year. The people of the cities of Ringwood and Croydon
look forward to the establishment of a 30-bed community based nursing home.
In conclusion, I congratulate His Excellency, the Governor on his Speech. I look forward
to his next visit to Ringwood just as I look forward to his task of putting forward the
program of the Cain Government for its third term in office. The people of Ringwood
forward their kindest regards to his Excellency, the Governor.
Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra)-In speaking in the Address-in-Reply to the Governor's
Speech I wish to express my support and respect to the Governor and also express my
loyalty and that of the residents of the electorate of Benambra to both the Governor and
to Her Majesty the Queen.
Unfortunately, in performing the duties the Governor so admirably performed, supported
by his wife, it is occasionally his lot to deliver a Speech on behalf of the Government as he
did in the opening of Parhament the other day. We all know that the integrity of His
Excellency Dr Davis McCaughey is beyond question. We know that the Governor, in
performing his duties, is obliged to read a speech prepared for him by the Government of
the day and it is the context of that Speech that causes me grave concern, especially
because of my knowledge of affairs throughout the State and more especially in country
Victoria, as I am a resident and a member representing part of country Victoria.
The Speech itself on behalf of the Government claims that Victoria is in good economic
shape and, in fact, the Speech used the expression that Victoria is leading the economic
recovery in Australia. I shall put that into context first. One must understand that the
Treasurer of Australia, Paul Keating, has already admitted that the economy is not in
good shape and he is infamous for his statement a few months ago that Australia is headed
towards becoming a banana republic.
The position is so grave that the Prime Minister and the Treasurer have said that they
will make a May statement or a mini Budget-call it what one will-that will make
dramatic cuts, severely curtail expenditure and lay the foundation for severe cutbacks in
the funding arrangements between the Commonwealth and the State Governments. Already
there has been an indication that the promises made by the Federal Labor Government to
the other State Governments that there will be a real increase of 2 per cent, from memory,
in Commonwealth funding to the States are about to be broken. That understanding was
set in concrete by the Prime Minister to the Premier. That is the basis on which this
Government stands condemned and the address given by the Governor on behalf of the
Government is seriously flawed.
To claim that Victoria is leading the economic recovery in Australia when Australia is
not in a state of recovery but is in a state of serious economic crisis is a serious
misrepresentation. For the record I shall state a~ain what has already been stated and
which the Treasurer has simply denied, and that IS that Victorians pay the highest tax of
any citizens in the whole of the Commonwealth. That, in the context of the Government's
claim that Victoria is leading the economic recovery, is an extraordinary state of affairs.
I also remind honourable members that Victoria has the highest inflation rate in Australia.
The inflation rate is biting deeply into the standard of living of all Victorian families,
especially those on low incomes and those who are retired. They are currently feeling the
stress.
I invite honourable members to accompany me when I visit city and country areas
during the next few days, as I shall throughout the Central Highlands Province when I
visit supermarkets and retail stores, to speak to the shoppers and ask them how much
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money they have left from their wages after they have completed their shopping compared
with their situation 2, 4 or 5 years ago.
In particular, one could ask them how they are faring with the increases that take place
almost on a weekly basis-and ahead of any other State-with respect to basic household
goods. That is the scenario that should have been referred to in the Governor's Speech. I
make no reflection on His Excellency the Governor; it was a speech prepared by the
Government for him to deliver.
It is also significant that, with the scenario of a severe financial crisis in Australia and
the Prime Minister and Treasurer foreshadowing a mini Budget or crisis Budget and
cutbacks in Commonwealth-State funding arrangements, one finds that the foreshadowed
actions by the Commonwealth Government will affect Victoria's financial future at a time
when it is already committed and has the highest borrowings of any other State.

As all honourable members know, those borrowings have accelerated dramatically
under the policies of the Cain Government. I am sure I do not have to give honourable
members a lesson in economics; if one borrows in the short, medium or long term on a
presumption that one's cash flow will service the borrowing, and the principal supply of
cash flow is coming from the Commonwealth Government based on an agreement from
the Commonwealth that it will increase earnings by a real 2 per cent and it does not do so,
and one is committed for loans and has spent funds in all sorts of areas, one is in a serious
and critical situation. That is the situation Victoria faces. It is a situation that I, as a
Victorian, am frankly most concerned about. Many people outside this Parliament are
also concerned and wonder what the Treasurer means when he says that Victoria is leading
the Commonwealth in the economic recovery. What does the Treasurer mean when the
position is as bad as I have painted? I am not quoting my own figures and I wish the
figures were not true. I wish they were figures I did not have to repeat. However, they must
be mentioned.
I shall speak especially about an area of concern to me, namely, health. I shall speak
about some of the matters that I have observed not only in the city, but also in country
Victoria. Perhaps I could relate the figures to the central highlands area which is to be the
subject of a by-election on 21 March. The waiting lists for elective surgery-pain relieving
surgery-in public hospitals, by and large, have exploded.
The number of people on the waiting list is not news, but it must be repeated. The
waiting list as at 1 January 1987 was 34 308, a figure that one would not have believed
possible five years ago when the waiting list consisted of only 5000, 6000 or 7000 persons,
depending on the perspective one took. Perhaps the then shadow Minister of Healthnow the Minister for Transport-would have said the waitin~ list comprised 7000 people.
Other people in the Government of the day might have said the waiting list was 5000.
There was not a record of all the figures, but the fact is that five years down the track the
number of people on the waiting list has risen to 34 308.
In only twelve months, from 1 January 1986 to 1 January 1987, the percentage increase
in people on the waiting list has risen by 23 per cent. It is like quicksand. The system is in
such crisis and chaos that it gets worse each month. One cannot say the increase in
numbers of people on the waiting list was brought about by the nurses' strike which, once
again, was the responsibility of the Government.
Mr Simpson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! If the honourable member who
seeks to interject requires the call next, he may find that the Chair does not recognise him.
Mr LIEBERMAN-Of course, the nurses' strike had an impact on the already grave
waiting list statistics, but the nurses' strike was not the sole reason for the increase. Before
the strike the waiting list consisted of between 26 000 and 28000 persons. The list shot up
during the nurses' strike and it has not come down. It has risen by 23 per cent in the past
year to 34 308 as at 1 January 1987.
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I have taken the trouble also of making an analysis of the waiting list and I shall make
the figures available to honourable members if they wish. I have split up the waiting list
numbers to show the increases in the last year and made a comparison between major
public hospitals in the city and suburban areas and major country public hospitals. The
. $cenario that is unfolding in country Victoria is a matter of grave concern which I do not
think has been fully realised.
During question time today the Premier was very generous to me and said I was an
attentive local member, something he has observed when visiting the electorate I represent.
The fact is that the Premier seems to have been briefed incorrectly because he believes
everything is rosy in country Victoria when, in fact, there are serious structural problems
of which he is not aware.
I shall use the situation with waiting lists to illustrate my point. On 1 January 1986, the
waiting list in major country hospitals numbered 5230. One year later, on 1 January 1987,
the waiting list numbered 6933, which was an increase of 1703 people and which in
percentage terms is a 32·5 per cent increase in that twelve months.
The major city and suburban figures for January 1986 are 22 670. On 1 January 1987
there were 27 375 people on the waiting list. That is an increase of 4705, which is a
percentage increase of 20·8 per cent.
The overall increase combining the metropolitan and country areas is 23 per cent. The
country percentage increased by 32 per cent, which is a dramatic increase. I suspect that
will go on as the health budget is put under severe pressure because of the Government's
policies and that money is siphoned from country Victoria to the more visible trouble
spots in the city that are the subject of editorials in the Age, the Sun and the Herald.
In the central highlands there are a number of different kinds of hospitals. A major
public hospital that is not quite in that area but is in the catchment area is the William
Angliss Hospital at Upper Ferntree Gully.
I have some figures, which I shall make available to honourable members, which
indicate a pattern of increase on an overall State basis, and in respect of this hospital. The
elective surgery waiting list for that hospital, which contains people awaiting pain relieving
operations, at 1 January 1986 numbered 302. One might say that that number does not
sound too many, but when one considers that it is a hospital just outside the metropolitan
area, that number represents a large number of people, particularly when those people are
in need of surgery often to relieve severe pain or disability problems that prevent them
from enjoying life and, on some occasions, prevent them getting around because they are
confined to wheelchairs or on crutches.
On 1 January 1987, the waiting list had exploded to 406 people, which is an increase of
104 and a percentage of 34·4 per cent in that twelve months. Those figures illustrate
dramatically the ~ave malady that exists in Victoria, particularly in country Victoria, as
a result of the polIcies of the Federal and State Labor Governments, particularly in respect
of health.
I have some fi~ures from published statements of the Minister for Health on the waiting
list situation whIch deal with the time that one has to wait for an operation. I shall quote
statistics taken from the Minister's published statements with regard to the waiting time
at the William Angliss Hospital for orthopaedic surgery which is 12·33 months; for general
surgery it is 8·08 months; and for urology, 3·17 months.
Perhaps constituents in the Central Highlands Province are interested in what is
happening at the William Angliss Hospital; it is in the catchment area and is the largest
public hospital which affects the central highlands and its population.
That hospital has the second worst figures of all public hospitals for admission waiting
time. I hope the Premier and his Minister when they campaign in the Central Highlands
Province will explain to the people why they believe the Government should have a
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mandate from the people in the central highlands, which will give the Government control
of the Upper House and which will give it an unfettered right to legislate in a number of
areas over the remaining years of the Cain Government.
Also, there is the unprecedented industrial strife that has occurred in our hospital system
in Victoria. I was concerned and sad about this, as no doubt you, Mr Acting Speaker,
were. No doubt you have spoken to constituents and friends who have relayed to you the
particular stress and agony that their respective families have suffered because of the
industrial disputes that have occurred.
At the weekend, my colleague, the Honourable Mark Birrell, who is the shadow Minister
for Health released a letter from Health Department Victoria which was addressed to all
public and private hospitals in Victoria and which indicated that a number of mothers
with their new babies had been released from hospitals during the nurses' strike at an
earlier stage than normal and that some of those babies may not have been subjected to
the normal tests for congenital abnormalities.
How do you, Mr Acting Speaker, feel about that? Do you feel proud as a Victorian that
we had approximately eight weeks of strike caused mainly by the Government's
mishandling of its industrial relations and because of the heightening of expectations of
nurses? How do you, Mr Acting Speaker, feel about the fact that those 8000 babies that
were born in that time in our hospitals have been subjected to risk that should not have
occurred?
I hope that the contact made by the hospitals with the mothers will result in the
verification that those 8000 or so babies had been tested before they went home. I know
that Wodonga Hospital in my city says that it did so, and let us hope that they all were,
but it is hoped that those who were not tested will not suffer any lasting damage as a result
of those tests not having been done.
That is a disgraceful situation and it is a legacy of the administration of the Government
and its policies which are based on nonsense. The Government, with its Federal cohorts,
promised to provide free hospital care on demand to the whole of the Commonwealth and
yet the financial resources that are needed to back up that promise have not been provided.
If a manufacturer in private enterprise sends a salesman around the world or Australia
offering goods to customers and that salesman comes back saying, "I have set record sales;
I have said that we can deliver" and the plant then cannot deliver, the business will fail,
as those with business experience will know. The business will lose its clients and it will
be up for damages because of breach of contract.
The Labor Governments in Australia have told the people that they can have free
hospital care on demand. That is what they have done with the Medicare agreement and
that is a nonsense because it is not being funded and, as a result, the Governments are
borrowing, they are begging and they are stealing from other areas to paper up the cracks
that inevitably will appear because of the mess they are making.
No wonder the morale of hospital staff and nurses is such that they have been led by
some of their militant leaders to take unprecedented industrial action! Their confidence in
the system has been shattered.
In Victorian country areas, including the Central Highlands Province, we are fortunate
to have a number of non-profit hospitals that are known as bush nursing hospitals. They
are unique in Victoria and have done a wonderful job. I admire their work so much but,
as a result of the policies of the State Labor Government, aided and abetted by its
associates in their ivory tower in Canberra, these non-profit hospitals are facing oblivion.
One such hospital at Walwa in the Benambra electorate will require an urgent Government
rescue within the next few weeks or it will have to close. Other hospitals in the Central
Highlands catchment-such as Lilydale, Violet Town, Nagambie and Euroa-to varying
degrees are facing the most serious financial position that they have ever faced. I know
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that my colleagues on the Opposition benches will do all that they can to help those
hospitals to survive.
Apart from the loss of the volunteers and the work that they are doing, the fact is that,
if those hospitals are forced to close, the people who are treated there will have to join the
waiting lists of public hospitals in towns and cities-in many cases, hundreds of kilometres
away from their homes. In many instances these hospitals provide the only available
hospital facility. I repeat: they are facing oblivion. I am not exaggerating. I can prove what
I say. The Government has found, to its embarrassment, because of its policies, that the
crisis is so great that it referred the issue of these hospitals to an all-party Parliamentary
committee, whose report we are desperately awaiting.
I gave evidence to that committee as a local member who has been involved in the
health system in many ways, and also because of my concern for these hospitals. I suggested
that the Government should urgently consider entering into contracts and arrangements
with public hospitals on a regional basis so that the bush nursing hospitals can continue to
provide services at a lower cost to the taxpayer than those provided by some of the public
hospitals for many patients. Weeks and months have gone by. Honourable members are
sweating on the committee's report but I say now, without any exaggeration, that it may
be too late when the report comes down.
Assuming that the report comes down in the current sessional period-as I hope it
will-I am sure it will recommend that the financial arrangements I suggest should be
introduced; but where will the money come from? The Government has already spent the
money, and it will be hoping to get relief when the Premier attends the Premiers Conference
in Canberra. It has already spent the money and has borrowed, and the Victorian taxpayer
must pay the interest and try to cope with all the losses that are mounting up.
As my colleague, the honourable member for Syndal, aptly points out, it will be by
unnatural attrition. That is a good phrase. Some Ministers in the Labor Government call
it rationalisation, regionalisation, reorganisation or reordering of priorities. In simple
terms it is a covering up of crises and a transferring of funds from one pocket to the other
to try to get through to the next election and to try to assist the Governmenfs colleague,
the Prime Minister, to get through to his election in the hope that, by some miracle or
other, this particular crisis can be got over; but of course it cannot.
What of the plight of country people in relation to nursing homes? I understand that the
Commonwealth and State Labor Governments have somehow agreed that only 180 new
nursing home beds will be provided; yet there is a waiting list. There are not enough
facilities available for people with advanced health problems, who are unable to live
independently and who, in many cases, are cluttering up public hospital beds but who
have nowhere else to go. It is a major problem.
The School Medical Service, the School Dental Service and the pensioner dental service,
especially in country areas, are in chaos. I have on my desk a letter from a dentist who
recently resigned from the pensioner dental service in Victoria. I tell you that in the next
three months that system will fold up and disappear because it is in chaos, but that is
another story for another day.
I shall also mention the unemployment figures. These are figures that I am about to
reveal for the first time. I could not believe some of these statistics when I first read them,
although it had been expressed to me by a number of people in the country that the
unemployment position in country Victoria was exploding and reaching a grave crisis
point. I shall make available to honourable members who want them these statistics from
the Australian Bureau of Statistics.
The Treasurer and the Minister for Labour are constantly claiming credit for their
achievements in relation to unemployment. These figures speak for themselves. In
November 1985, 81 900 people were unemployed in city Victoria as compared with 79 500
in November 1986, a reduction of 2400 or 2·9 per cent. Honourable members will say that
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that is good; and that is why the Premier, the Treasurer and the Minister for Labour have
been saying how great they are.
I shall now put the country figures to honourable members, and I know that my
colleagues from Swan Hill and Murray Valley will be interested in them. In November
1985 the figure for unemployed in country Victoria was 35 800 as compared with 47 700
in November 1986-a numerical change of 11 900 or an increase of 33·2 per cent.
At question time over the next few weeks I shall be interested to hear the Premier, the
Treasurer and the Minister for Labour talking about their unemployment achievements. I
have put those figures on record and I shall arrange for them to be delivered to the Premier
today. Perhaps I shall ask that they also be incorporated in Hansard.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stirling)-Order! Has that been cleared with the Speaker?
Mr LIEBERMAN-No, Sir.
The ACTING SPEAKER-Order! I shall not accept them, then.
Mr LIEBERMAN-I shall arrange for copies to be sent to the Premier and the Ministers
concerned and I hope that, during question time from here on, when these Ministers crow
about their achievements, they will tell me why that position exists in country Victoria
and why the number of unemployed in country Victoria has increased by 33·2 per cent in
just twelve months.
The Government, with its so-called social justice approach to policy, has not got a
balanced approach to government in Victoria. As I shall be revealing as the session
progresses, it is quite clear from other documents and evidence that the Government has
adopted a pragmatic, harsh, cruel decision to look after people in metropolitan Melbourne
and in Labor-held electorates.
Mrs Toner-It will.
Mr LIEBERMAN-That is what it is doing. I assure the honourable member for
Greensborough that I have a document which I will release over the next week or so,
which indicates that that is a positive policy of the Government to transfer money to the
city for the purpose of achieving its electoral aims. I assure the honourable member for
Greensborough that people in city Victoria and people in country Victoria are partners.
They will not fall for that; nor will they stand for it when we reveal the inequities of the
position.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stirling)-Order! The honourable member's time has
expired.
Mr SIMPSON (Niddrie)-I welcome the opportunity of joining the debate on the
Address-in-Reply to the Governor's Speech. Firstly, I should like to note the difference
between the opening of Parliament this year compared with other occasions at which I
have been present during the eleven years that I have been privileged to be a member of
this place. On this occasion, there was no Rolls Royce at the front of Parliament House as
was the former custom. There was no parade or dressing up.
Instead, a man of the people arrived at Parliament House in a Ford car, in the same way
as the people. That reflects the changes that have been occurring in Victoria.
I do not mean any disrespect to former Governors of Victoria who, I believe, were
reflecting the expressions of the Government of the day on those past occasions. However,
the Cain Government through the Governor of Victoria is expressing to the people that it
really has its feet on the ground and that it is representing the people. I found it most
refreshing that the Government and the Administration were moving with the times.
I was impressed with His Excellency's Speech, and I shall stress what I believe to be
probably the most important aspect that was highlighted in the Governor's Speech. I am
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talking about leadership, stability in government and the economic recovery that can flow
as a result of that stability.
Victoria is very fortunate that since 1982 it has had very strong and firm leadership
under the Cain Government. It is leadership that is respected within the Labor Party,
within the Parliament and certainly throughout Victoria. From that leadership have
flowed stability and discipline from all Ministers, which have been reflected in Victoria's
ability to overcome the most difficult economic times for many years.
However, the strength of any Government will be enhanced only if a strong Opposition
exists. I have been a strong proponent of the Westminster system and it is in the best
interests of this Parliament and of Victoria to have a strong Opposition. Unfortunately,
that is not the case.
Mr Leigh-Mr Speaker, I direct your attention to the fact that there are not twenty
stable members of the Government in the House.
A quorum was formed.
Mr SIMPSON-It is extremely necessary for the Parliament and for Victoria to have
a strong Opposition and that strength, particularly in leadership, is not as it should be in
Victoria. As a result of discussions with some of my colleagues, some ten members of the
Labor Party decided to conduct a survey in the seats of Monbulk, Evelyn, Benalla and
Whittlesea last Friday and Saturday.
I am happy to now relate to the House the results of the more relevant sections of that
survey, which was entitled, "Leadership Survey-Conservative Parties, State and Federal
Parliaments 1987".
The first question was about the Liberal and National parties, in view of the fact that
they were experiencing a leadership crisis at both State and Federal level. In reply to the
question relating to the importance of leadership, some 77 per cent responded that
leadership was very important; 21 per cent said it was important; and 2 per cent said it
was not important.
Therefore, 98 per cent of those surveyed in the four electorates which are covered by the
Central Highlands Province said that leadership was either very important or important.
The second question related to the ideal age bracket for a Leader. Eight per cent of
people said that the Leader should be between 30 and 40 years of age; 39 per cent believed
he should be between 40 and 50 years; 39 per cent believed he should be 50 to 60 years; 2
per cent believed he should be 60 to 70 years; only 2 per cent believed he should be 70 to
80 years, and 10 per cent had no opinion.
The results clearly show that Victorians are looking for someone who is between the
ages of 40 and 60 years as their Leader. It it fairly obvious to me that they are looking for
someone who is young enough and vital enough but yet with sufficient experience to be
able to lead this very vibrant State.
In relation to members of the Federal Liberal Party, some 23 per cent of people said
that they preferred John Howard as the Leader; 44 per cent preferred Andrew Peacock; 16
per cent said they preferred others, and 17 per cent had no opinion.
This survey coincided with the polls being conducted by professional organisations
during the same period. The results of our survey emphasised the validity of our decision
to canvass widely the views of those who live within the Central Highlands Province.
In respect of members of the State Liberal Party, 27 per cent of people said that they
preferred J eft' Kennett as the Leader; 16 per cent preferred lan Smith; 3 per cent preferred
Phil Gude; 20 per cent said they would prefer others; and 34 per cent had no opinion.
I can recall the figure of 27 to 30 per cent being consistent with the popularity of the
Leader of the Opposition, but again, it was very clear that those people who said they had
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no opinion have, after four years of leadership by the Leader of the Opposition, still not
made up their minds about him.
In the question relating to the members of the State National Party, 28 per cent of people
said that they preferred Peter Ross-Edwards as the Leader; 3 per cent preferred Eddie
Hann; 12 per cent preferred Pat McNamara; 8 per cent said they would prefer others; and
49 per cent had no opinion.
The results of that question emphasise the fact that Victorians in that area have either
not made up their minds about the leadership of the Victorian National Party or that its
members are not known in the electorate. I must confess that in many of the areas
surveyed, such as Monbulk and Whittlesea, there was a clear lack of recognition of those
members of the National Party.
The honourable member for Coburg and I surveyed the area of Benalla. We surveyed
Seymour and Euroa also, because I deliberately wanted to cover an area that embraced
rural Victoria. The honourable member for Benalla polled more strongly in those areas
than did the present Leader of the National Party, Peter Ross-Edwards. The honourable
member for Benalla is well known and obviously respected in his own electorate, although
the events of the past few days have set him back somewhat among his colleagues.
The next question asked was:
In Victoria, the Liberals have had the same leader for over four years. Do you believe we should ...
(a) Change their Leader

Of those surveyed, 53 per cent said, "Yes"; 34 per cent said that they should stay as they
are; and 13 per cent had no opinion.
If we are to have a better Government and a better Parliament, Victoria needs to have
a strong Opposition with strong leadership that is accepted by the Liberal Party. Members
of the Liberal Party should take heed of the clear message given in that survey.
The next question asked was:
JeffKennett is regarded as a bit ofa larrikin.
Do you believe he is ...
(a) Getting worse

To that question, 34 per cent said, "Yes"; 10 per cent said that he was getting better; 57
per cent said that he was about the same; and 9 per cent said that they had no opinion.
It is incredible that 57 per cent of those people canvassed said that they believed that
the Leader of the Opposition is still the same larrikin, which he admitted to being in his
opening press conference four years ago. It is not healthy that 34 per cent believe he is
getting worse.
The people were also asked:
Do you believe stability in Government is a necessary factor ...

Seventy-three per cent said that it was very important, 16 per cent said that it was
important; 3 per cent said that it was not important; 4 per cent said that it makes no
difference and 4 per cent said that they had no opinion. Of those surveyed, 89 per cent
believe stability in government is a necessary factor.
It should not be necessary for me to advise honourable members that this is the case but
on the basis of that survey I am prepared to drum home that fact to my colleagues on the
Opposition benches. The performance of the Liberal Party and its leadership needs to be
improved to bring stability into this place.

The next question in the survey was:
Do you believe economic performance is increased with stability in government ...
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The answers given showed that 71 per cent said, "Yes". Overwhelmingly the people
surveyed believe stability in government is necessary if Parliament is to do its job effectively.
The final question was tremendously important and of great value to me:
Do you believe the conservative forces should resolve their leadership problems quickly ...

Of the people surveyed, 68 per cent said, "Yes". They did not believe it was unhealthy to
debate publicly and contest the leadership, but they thought it had continued long enough.
They were saying to the honourable member for Coburg, my colleagues and me that the
conservative forces should get it over and done with, and should get back to doing what
Parliamentarians were elected to do. They certainly were not elected to put Sir J oh on
television one night, Ian Sinclair on the next and John Howard the following!
I shall quote from some interesting Liberal Party documents that found their way into
my office. For four years the Leader of the Opposition has been striving to amalgamate
the Victorian Liberal Party with the National Party to create a strong Opposition. Often
he has mentioned that the amalgamation is necessary to have better government.
Talk is cheap and actions speak louder than words. The Leader of the Opposition has
decided that now is the most appropriate time to promote the amalgamation. The Liberal
Party document that was circulated to all its members reads as follows:
Dear Member,
The issue of relations with the National Party is a very important one and has been discussed extensively
within the party in recent times.

The document is headed "The Liberal Party of Australia Victoria Division" and is signed
by the State Director, Jonn Ridley.
I shall now quote a front page story published in the Shepparton News of 27 February
1987, which w.as written at the same time as the document was circulated. The article is
headed, "Kennett spills the beans on Nationals" and states:
Opposition leader, Mr Jeff Kennett, personally contacted The News to reveal the background of the National
Party candidate for the Central Highlands by-election, Dr Peter Radford.
His call came soon after 1.30 p.m. yesterday and followed a Melbourne press conference called to introduce
Dr Radford to the media.
In his call to The News Mr Kennett called Dr Radford "a wet" because of his political leanings and said the
National Party had delivered Ha pup", particularly to Sir Joh Bjelke-Petersen who had agreed to assist with his
campaign.
Mr Kennett termed the conference as a bombshell for National Party circles ...

The hypocrisy of the Leader of the Opposition does not please me.
For many months the Leader of the Opposition has said that the Liberal Party needs to
amalgamate with the National Party. He convinced the State Director of the Liberal Party,
Mr John Ridley, of his aim and a Liberal document was then circulated to all members;
and then he tried to submerge the National Party candidate. That was outrageous! I
u:1derstand in the political world tough decisions are taken but the attitude of the Leader
of the Opposition smells of hypocrisy beyond anything I have encountered in eleven years
in this place.
The document also states:
Are you in favour of the Liberal Party seeking negotiations with the National Party on the subject of
amalgamation between the two Parties?
(Please tick the appropriate box)
Strongly in favour

o
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o
o
o
o

Why do you feel this way?

How is the Leader of the National Party supposed to fill out that questionnaire? The
Leader of the Opposition is trying to scuttle the National Party with which he maintains
he wants to amalgamate in opposition. His tactic is devious.
Mrs TONER (Greensborough)-On a point of order, Mr Speaker, is the honourable
member for Niddrie prepared to table the document from which he quoted and also the
questionnaire from which he was previously quoting?
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member for Greensborough is incorrect in
requesting the tabling of a document; the practice is to make the document available to
the House.
Mr SIMPSON (Niddrie)-Mr Speaker, I am more than happy to make both the
documents-the survey and the Liberal Party of Australia, Victorian Division, surveyavailable to all honourable members.
Although the Leader of the Opposition has tried to scuttle those with whom he has
asked to amalgamate, the Federal Leader of the National Party, Mr Ian Sinclair, issued a
press release from a bunker at Fort Queensclitfwhich stated:
Australia's record interest rates would jump further under the policies of the Petersen Party, Federal National
Party Leader, Ian Sinclair warned today.

Mr Sinclair is right. I congratulate him on his courage for having said that. However, it is
clear that these amalgamations and this unity seem to be damaged by such statements. Mr
Sinclair continued:
Yesterday's on-again-off-again offer to return $750 million in tax avoidance collections has been followed
today by the admission that spending cuts would not cover the $8·5 billion deficit created by the Petersen tax
policy ...

Everyone is aware of that. I congratulate Mr Sinclair for coming out of his bunker at Fort
Queensclitf and advising all Australians that they will be faced with this problem if the
Bjelke-Petersen tax policy is adopted. The media release also states:
Sinclair added that continued efforts by the Petersen Party spokesman, Sir Robert Sparkes, to muzzle Queensland
members and senators "put him right up there with Norm GaIlagher and the union thugs."

I do not carry any truck for Norm Gallagher, but it is going beyond the pale to put poor
old Norm in there with Sir Joh and Sir Robert Sparkes. I wish to put on record that I do
not believe Norm really deserves to be in that classification. I congratulate Ian Sinclair on
his other comments, but to lumber Sir Robert Sparkes with Norm is unfair. Bill Hartley,
perhaps, but not Norm.
The final paragraph of this remarkable media release from the bunker at Fort Queenscliff
states:
It's credibility can only be questioned when Sir Robert and his faceless men use threats and political muscle to
bring intelligent and previously loyal Queensland Parliamentarians to heel.

The Leader of the Opposition, the Honourable Jeffrey Kennett, has called for amalgamation
of the opposition parties. Can honourable members imagine what must have occurred in
the party room when the Leader of the Opposition called for amalgamation with the
National Party? What would the former Honourable Jim Taylor say about that. As I recall,
when he was an honourable member for Gippsland Province in another place, he said, "I
would sooner go to bed with a rattlesnake", so he would find some difficulty with that
request.
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Some twelve to fifteen months ago the honourable member for Benalla was reported in
local Benalla newspapers as stating that the Liberal Party had received $500000 from
wealthy retailers when the Liberal Party changed its policy on shop trading hours. How on
earth can amalgamation occur when one Liberal Party member states, "I would sooner go
to bed with a rattlesnake" and a National Party member states that the Liberal Party has
received $500 000 from the big retailers and chain stores? Then the Leader of the Opposition
went around to the media and scuttled poor old Peter Radford before his campaign got off
the ground. It is unbelievable and reads like a fairy story.
The front page of the Sun of 2 March 1987 refers to the launching of an attack by the
Leader of the Federal Opposition, Mr John Howard, on Sir Joh. The heading for that
article was "War on Joh". That is incredible.
Mr B. J. Evans-Why don't you say something productive?
Mr SIMPSON-I wish to bring to the attention of Parliament my despair at what is
happening. It gives me no pleasure to see the opposition parties destroying themselves. I
wish to see a strong Opposition. The people of Victoria and I want to have this problem
finalised by the middle of this week.
Liberal Party strategists are reported in today's Australian as stating:
His standing ...

The article is referring to Sir Joh... and potential as a prime minister is diluted by his age, his rambling, raving and dithering, his often obvious
senility, the gerrymander he has introduced into Queensland and a belief that the Queensland economy is not
what it is cracked up to be.

I do not know the names of the authors of that statement but they are referred to as Liberal
strategists. This deep division continues!
I am also fortunate in having obtained another document from the Liberal Party of
Australia written by Eda Ritchie who is the President of the Victorian division. In that
letter dated February 1987 written to all members, Mrs Ritchie refers to the preparation
for the Federal election and states:
Candidates deserve and must have unswerving support of us all-whether we like them or not.

I repeat: Mrs Ritchie stated, "Whether we like them or not."
She continues:
The personalities are not important, what is important is the party team-

She also states:
The future of the Liberal Party hangs on the quality of its leadership at all levels ...

It is hanging at present, that is for sure, and it appears that it will be hanging for some

time. She further states:
Too often the commonsense grass roots members do not assert themselves and the party becomes dominated
by a vocal few.

We have heard from some of the vocal few in this Parliament. I commend Mrs Ritchie for
bringing that to the attention of the community. She further states:
We must look for good candidates for the State election,

It is clear that the Liberal Party has had poor candidates in the past. She continues:
Our Parliamentary team carries the party's flag and it is up to us to make sure we have the best team possible.
It is our job to encourage people to stand and then to select the right candidates for the right seats and also to
constantly review the performance of our sitting members.
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Mrs Ritchie throws down the gauntlet. Should she be a reader of Hansard, I personally
offer, privately and quietly, my assistance in reporting on the performance of sitting
members of the Liberal Party. Mrs Ritchie further states:
Being in Opposition is not an easy time for the party.

She further states:
For those who were born to rule, it is not an easy time!
The party must be mindful all the time that it must not move away from the basic principles which bind us
together.

That is what I like. Honourable members recall the 4-hour candidature of the National
Party's Dr Radford and the conflict between Mr Peacock and Mr Howard. Mrs Ritchie
further states:
... but our differences must be kept within the party and not taken into the public arena, because people then
assume there is division in the party and nothing is more damaging to our image and our electoral prospects.

As Sir Joh would say, "Don't you worry about that!"
The people are appalled at what is occurring in Australian politics. The sooner the
Liberal and National parties get their acts together and appreciate that Victorians want
value for their money from their elected representatives, the better.
My colleague and I have spoken with our constituents over the past few days and they
are sick and tired of this internal jabbering and rambling. It is doing nothing for the State
and for Australia and I urge them to get it over and done with. If the opposition parties
cannot resolve it, let somebody else come in and take over.
It is a disgrace that day after day our . ,cwspapers, radio and television stations have
continued with this squabbling. Victoria;::; and members of the Government are sick of it.
Politicians should be able to run this C(lntry in the best possible manner for the people
who have elected them to do so.
The sitting was suspended at 6.29 p.m. until 8.7 p.m.

Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I pledge the allegiance of the people of the Murray
Valley electorate to the Queen and her representative in Victoria, His Excellency the
Governor. The National Party strongly supports the democratic Westminster system of
government that operates in Victoria and Australia today.
I listened with considerable interest to the Speech made by the Governor in the Legislative
Council, but the Speech itself is a load of rhetoric. It is a play on words and, if one removes
some of the words and puts them in perspective, one realises that not much has been said
except, "We are great guys in government, doing the job well". I quickly point out that
self-praise is never any recommendation. I shall quote one or two paragraphs from the
Governor's Speech. The Governor said:
A fundamental challenge will be to encourage exports and create growth based on Victoria's competitive
strengths. These include the greater use in industry of our intellectual capacities.

I guess Victoria has better intellectual capacities than everyone else throughout Australia
and throughout the world... and the realisation of the potentialities of new technology ...
This lies at the heart of the economic strategy.

The Speech refers to the economic strategy that the Government has tried to put into place
and the type of strategy it will be seeking to put into place for the remaining term of the
current Parliament.
I thought those words would have been better coming from a conservative government,
rather than a socialist Labor Government. I was interested to note that the Governor also
referred to Victoria's rural industries. He said:
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Victoria's rural industries continue to be our largest export earners.

It was encouraging to hear recognition by the Government of the considerable importance

of primary producers to Victoria. The Speech also states:
The Government is aware of the special needs of the rural community at a time when world trade conditions
and the policies of some of our competitors are creating serious difficulties-particularly among cereal and dairy
producers.

I shall prove that that statement is wrong and that this Government does not recognise
the special needs of rural communities and that it is not doing much to assist country
areas. The Government totally lacks understanding of the special problems and needs of
country Victoria. Several Ministers have visited country areas recently and I hope they
are learning and gaining an understanding of what is happening. In his Speech, His
Excellency the Governor said:
Above all, my Government is intent on growth in employment.
It believes there is nothing so unfair, and nothing so socially destructive, as widespread unemployment.

The Government is saying that Victoria has a lower rate of unemployment than anywhere
else in Australia. I suggest to the honourable member for Coburg and other members of
the Government party that they should get out of their bunkers, get out of metropolitan
Melbourne and get into country Victoria. As the honourable member for Benambra stated
previously, the unemployment figures for Victoria in November 1985 were 81 900, reducing
in November 1986 to 79 500, a reduction of 2·9 per cent-in city areas. The honourable
member highlighted the figures for country Victoria: in 1985, unemployment was 35 800
whereas in November 1986 it rose by 11 900 or 33·2 per cent, a third, to 47700.
That is the record of a Government that says that it recognises the problems of
unemployment and that action needs to be taken by the Government to lower the rate of
unemployment. The Government should apply that criterion throughout the State of
Victoria and not just to metropolitan Melbourne. The Government should get out into
country Victoria and observe what is going on. There is a need to recognise the desperate
plight of country people, particularly primary producers. The Government should take
note of the regular appearance in newspapers of headlines such as those that appeared in
the Australian Financial Review earlier this year:
Rural conditions now good, but prices outlook very bad

In the Australian:
Farm income down to $7000 this year

In the Sun:
35 per cent offarmers face loss

The first paragraph in the article in the Sun states:
About a third of Australia's farmers face losses this year, according to figures released by a senior Federal
Government advisory body.

The article sets out how primary producers are faring in Victoria and in Australia. It
highlights the enormous difficulties faced by businesses throughout country Victoria,
whether in the service, production or motor industries or any other industry. In country
Victoria businesses are having it tough. It is extremely difficult for them to make ends
meet and even to make any profit. In country cities and towns, industries are struggling
for existence. This Government purports to represent the basic working people, but the
working people of the State are battling for an existence. The Government needs to go to
the City of Wangaratta, for instance, and talk to people in the textile industry. One can
understand their concern for the future of Victoria. They are concerned for their own
futures and about whether they will have jobs, whether they will be able to maintain some
sort ofliving standard and, of course, whether they will be able to maintain their families.
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The Premier has visited north-eastern Victoria and, this morning, during questions
without notice, he spoke in glowing terms of his visits to country areas. He said that he
was well received. Of course he was well received because country people are like that.
They are courteous and well mannered and they will welcome people coming into their
areas to see what is happening. They would welcome the Premier of the State of Victoria
so that they could explain to him what the situation is. Country people are resilient. They
will bear with the tough circumstances facing them, whether they are primary producers,
people in business or people working in industries in the towns. They are concerned about
their future. At present, they have a Government that does not understand what is
happening in country Victoria. What they need is action taken to assist them. The
Government just does not understand their specific needs.
I shall highlight areas where the Government has removed assistance that had been
provided to country areas and where funds have been withdrawn from country towns and
put towards metropolitan Melbourne, mainly because the population is increasing more
rapidly in metropolitan centres, without recognising the special circumstances of people
living in the country. I shall not elaborate on these points but they will demonstrate the
attitude of the Government. For instance, I refer to the electoral distribution of Victoria
and the attitude of the Government towards municipal restructure and amalgamation.
Another reference point is the problem of petrol pricing. Although it is a Federal issue,
with a Federal Labor Government in office, the Victorian Labor Government should have
an understanding of what is happening in this area. In 1985 the Federal Government
introduced a mini Budget. It said that it would save $400 million; it would cut expenditure
but make sure that it saved $400 million. It saved $120 million by forcing country people
to pay higher prices for fuel because the Federal Government raised the rate at which the
subsidy applied for fuel in country areas from 1·2 cents a litre to 5·2 cents a litre. In other
words, there was no subsidy on freight on fuel in Victoria. There was no subsidy on freight
on fuel throughout Australia unless the rate was more than 5·2 cents a litre. In one move
the Federal Government saved $120 million in the fuel freight subsidy scheme, which
came from the pockets of country people.
I am surprised that very few people have highlighted this problem. I am surprised that
it has not been highlighted federally. The Victorian National Party recognises that a
coalition Government in Canberra introduced the fuel freight subsidy scheme at a level of
0·4 cents a litre. Honourable members, including the Minister for Local Government, will
understand the difference when one raises the price at which the fuel freight subsidy
operates to 5·2 cents a litre. That is a problem that country people have to bear. It is an
example of the many problems that country people have to bear generally.
I ask honourable members to examine the specific areas where the Government has
removed funding from country areas and shifted the emphasis offunding, in many cases,
to metropolitan Melbourne. The Government has reduced its assistance to country
industry. It is a broad subject, a subject that the Minister for Industry, Technology and
Resources could argue about. I understand the thrust of the policy, but the Government
does not recognise the specific needs of industry in country Victoria.
Mr Kennedy interjected.
Mr JASPER-The honourable member for Bendigo West is unique in that he was the
only Labor member at the Federallevel-The SPEAKER-Order! If the honourable member for Bendigo West does not respect
the Chair I will have no hesitation in naming him. The honourable member will resume
his seat.
Mr JASPER-As I was saying, the honourable member was unique because he was the
only Labor member to lose his seat in 1972.
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The SPEAKER-Order! I ask the honourable member for Murray Valley to resume his
speech on the Address-in-Reply. If the honourable member wishes to be provocative, I
will have some difficulty in protecting him.
Mr JASPER-Thank you for your tolerance, Mr Speaker. The National Party believes
there should be special assistance for industry that operates in country Victoria. If the
Government does not provide special assistance industry does not have the incentive to
move and establish itself in country Victoria. This is especially important because of the
high unemployment rate in country Victoria. Many industries have an operation in
Melbourne and in country areas. I know of industries in Ballarat and Wangaratta which
indicate to me that there is no point in having an offshoot factory in country areas when
they can consolidate their operations in metropolitan Melbourne. They need some
assistance to set up in country areas.
The Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources must know that industry will set
up in metropolitan Melbourne unless there is a particular need to be in country Victoria,
such as a close connection or association with raw materials in that area. The Minister
must address the issue of encouraging industries to move out to country areas. Industries
will get their rewards once they establish in country areas, but they require assistance in
the first instance.
The Government has made cutbacks in funding in country areas. The Victorian Young
Farmers movement received an allocation in the 1985-86 financial year of$129 000. That
allocation has been reduced this financial year to $100 000. It is an indication of the lack
of recognition of the Victorian Young Farmers movement. The movement assists in
providing entertainment and helps young people develop the ability to remain in country
areas. The Government has made grants to organisations that do not have much relevance
or lasting benefits to the State. Because of the great difficulties faced by people living in
country areas, .the grant to the Victorian Young Farmers movement should have been
increased and not reduced.
The age group of people living and working on farms is ~oing up all the time. Young
people will not stay on the land and work for long hours for httle return. The Government
should be encouraging those people to stay on the land and this is one way they can do
that.
The Ministry of Housing was initially established by a Country Party Government in
the 1940s to build houses in country Victoria. The Ministry's activitIes have been broadened
over the years so that now it builds houses throughout the State. The previous Liberal
Government allocated two-thirds of money spent on housing to country areas and onethird for metropolitan Melbourne. A change of Government produced a change offormula
with three-quarters of housing money being spent in metropolitan Melbourne and onequarter being spent in country Victoria. The City of Wangaratta has a two-year waiting
list for public housing. Some 40 to 50 houses were built during the past two years but only
twelve houses were built in the current financial year. It is a disaster for people living in
country areas. The Government's shift of emphasis does not recognise the important
problems country people face.
I want to highlight how the directions of the Minister for Local Government have
affected rural people. The Municipal Assistance Fund, which was set up by a Country
Party Government in the 1940s to provide funds for country municipalities, increased the
allocation to country municipalities in the last financial year applicable to the previous
Government, to $5750. The money was spent on a $2 for $1 basis for developments within
municipalities, whether sporting or social. With the change of Government, again a change
of emphasis and funding. The Government decided that everybody should receive that
money. That grant was reduced from $5750 to $2500. The cities of Essendon, Brighton
and Moorabbin received $12000 each. It is a redistribution of wealth to the population
centres. The Minister for Local Government has indicated that the formula will change.
He has said that municipalities will not have an as-of-right allocation, that they will get
nothing to start with, but that they must put in an application which will be considered.
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Municipalities need not worry about providing any criteria. It smacks of political patronage.
The municipalities in metropolitan Melbourne that are controlled by members of the
Government party or ones which it wants to control will receive a larger share.
I will be interested to see how much of that total funding goes to country Victoria. It is
obvious that a lesser amount will go to municipalities that are battling for existence. It is
an area the Minister should change immediately.
I invited the Minister for Local Government to visit the Shire of Cobram. The Minister
was taken to the River Murray where he saw magnificent beaches along the River Murray
that are suitable for tourism. The Minister supports tourism; it is one of the planks of the
Government's economic strategy-tourism in north eastern Victoria and the Goulburn
Valley.
The Local Government Department was to have provided a beach cleaning subsidy to
each municipality on a $2 for $1 basis to a maximum of $25 000. The municipalities of
Yarrawonga, Cobram and Numurkah along the River Murray applied for the beachcleaning subsidy and, in October last year, were told by the Local Government Department
that they should submit applications for funding on a $2 for $1 basis.
Although the municipalities submitted their applications in January this year, the
Minister for Local Government changed the rules. The Minister issued a press release in
which he said that the Government would spend $800 ODD-plus on beach cleaning subsidies
but on the basis of a changed formula in the subsidies. The subsidies wou1d now be
provided on a $1 for $1 basis and a maximum of $75000 would be provided for
municipalities around Port Phillip Bay. Not only did the Minister contradict the
information issued by his department but he also changed the ground rules. Most of the
beach cleaning subsidies will be issued to Melbourne municipalities at the expense of a
reduction in subsidies for country municipalities.
What about Government housing in country Victoria? The Government is selling off
its housing stocks in country areas. In the past the Government provided housing in
country areas to attract teachers and other Government employees to jobs which are
usually hard to fill in country areas. Over the years the Government has built up a good
range of housing to provide accommodation for people taking up employment in country
areas.
The Federal Government introduced the fringe benefits tax and the State Government
said, "We will now have to charge full market rentals from I July 1986". I can understand
the concern of the Government not wanting to pay a fringe benefits tax on subsidised
rentals but those rentals were used as an attraction for teachers to move to country areas
where there is a difficulty in finding suitable housing. The Government used the fringe
benefits tax as an excuse to sell all of its housing.
In many small country areas one has the ridiculous situation of the school house and
the school on the one block ofland, and yet the Government is proposing to sell the school
house. In the small settlement of Tarrawingee in my electorate, the school principal lives
in the school house, which is located alongside the school on the one block of land. The
principal telephoned me and said, "The Government is going to sell my house. Perhaps I
shall be able to buy it". He may make an offer to buy the house, based on a valuation by
the Valuer-General. If he does so, when he moves to another place, he will sell the house
to someone locally. If that happens, when the new teacher arrives, he or she will want to
know where the house is; he or she will be told that it has been sold and that he or she will
have to go and live in Wangaratta. However, when he or she goes to find accommodation
in Wangaratta, he or she will be told, "Housing is in short supply here".
The classic example of this sort of situation involves the new principal of the Cobram
High School. He arrived to find there was no house provided and he could not obtain
accommodation anywhere in the Cobram area. When he telephoned the Ministry of
Education, he was told that he should go and live in a caravan. When he told the Ministry
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that he had a wife and two children, he was told to get a caravan with an annex. So what
did he do? He went to the Royal Automobile Club of Victoria holiday centre in Cobram,
where he is paying rent of $270 a week. However, on weekends he moves out of the
accommodation because the RACV members arrive. He moves his goods into a shed
alongside the accommodation and moves into a caravan. Fortunately the Government
has agreed to subsidise his rental, but that is not the point.
It is a disastrous policy to sell off Government housing in country Victoria. It highlights
the fact that the Government does not understand the special needs of country people.
The Government is making changes that will have a detrimental effect on country people.
Mr Micallef-That will change once J oh is in.
Mr JASPER-At least we will have someone who recognises the importance of country
people and the special problems of country areas. Time after time I have heard the
honourable member for Gippsland East tell the House about the special problems of
country people, but his speeches have fallen on deaf ears so far as the Government is
concerned. Those speeches, to some extent, fell on deaf ears when the Liberal Party was in
Government, but not to the same extent as happens now.
The Government is using the criterion of population density to determine its priorities.
If the Government pursues that policy, it will be detrimental to country people, not only
primary producers and country business people in rural cities and towns but also the basic
workers, that is, the people employed in the textile industries ofWangaratta and in other
country towns.
The people of Victoria are awake up to the Government. They are not all stupid.
Mr Shell-None of them is stupid.
Mr JASPER-We all know the honourable member is fairly stupid. I have covered
only a small number of areas where the Government is redirecting funding. The National
Party will highlight all of these areas so that country people will recognise that, although
the Premier is rushing around country Victoria, he and his Government do not understand
the special needs and problems of country people.
Mr LEIGH (Malvern)-On behalf of my constituents, I pledge loyalty to Her Majesty
Queen Elizabeth 11 and His Excellency Dr Davis McCaughey, Governor of Victoria.
Mr Micallef-And JeffKennett!
Mr LEIGH-I shall not bother with such inane interjections. I should comment on the
way the Government is treating Parliament at question time, and today was a good
example. Approximately 45 minutes were allotted to question time today and, during that
time, thirteen questions were asked by members from all sides of the House. That was a
disgrace because in another place, where 20 minutes are allotted question time, eleven
questions were asked.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! I hope the honourable member is not
reflecting on the Chair.
Mr LEIGH-Not at all; far from it. The Government's attitude to question time
highlights its attitude to the principle of democracy. Earlier today during question time
the Minister for Transport was asked a question to which he could have given either a
"Yes" or "No" answer, but instead he rambled on for 10 minutes, during which time he
did not say much. What is happening to Parliament?
In their speeches on the motion for the adoption of the Address-in-Reply to the
Governor's Speech, the honourable members for Niddrie, Coburg and Monbulk spent
their entire time attacking the Opposition. The Government is so bereft of policies that its
members spend their time attacking the Opposition instead of explaining policies.
Government members are frightened because the community is starting to wake up to
what is happening in the State.

Governor's Speech-Address-in-Reply

3 March 1987

ASSEMBLY

257

The Governor's Speech contained many references to what the Government felt was
important. The Governor's Speech referred to the Government's economic strategy. Most
economists in the State do not know what the Government's economic strategy is because
it is a document that is totally irrelevant except for the fact that the Government likes to
attempt to convince the community that it has an economic document.
Most of the concepts in that document have not been practised and have not even
reached the quarter way mark in the Government's ten-year program.
The Governor also talked about children in poverty, long-term unemployment, dignity
and security for the aged and human rights. What sort of dignity is there for the aged
facing the gas, electricity and other charges which the Government is imposing on the
people?
Out in the community tonight, some people-not just the aged-cannot afford to use a
power point. They cannot afford to use their hot water either and it is because Government
members are misguided. They believe they are doing the right thing and they care. They
care so much that people are being forgotten!
It is important to check the facts because one finds that in the long run, most of the
Government's claims are fiction. As an example, in June 1986, Victoria's debt was $19·3
billion. To many, that may come as a surprise. Since the Labor Party came to office, that
debt has increased by 69 per cent. The Government has spent $7·9 billion. Every Victorian
is now paying for the Government's actions by the amount of$4639 each.

I should like to ask all Victorians; do they think that after five years of this Government,
they have got what they paid for? Do they really have better services? Do they really have
better hospitals? Are more people able to avail themselves of public housing?
Mr Micallef interjected.
Mr LEIGH-I look forward to the honourable member for Springvale contributing to
the debate and countering what I am saying because, when one checks the facts, one finds
that we now have 27 000 more public servants in this State. There are 27 000 more people
running around with bits of paper making it tougher for the business community and for
the community in general.
We were promised 1000 more police five years ago. The Minister can juggle the figures
as much as he likes, but last year the Parliamentary Library produced a set of figures
received from the Police Force-at which point the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services set out on a witch hunt to see who had released the annual figures-which clearly
demonstrated that the Minister had not increased the police by 1000 as he had claimed.
That is the fact.
Whom does one believe? Does one believe a bunch of politicians or statistics produced
by a set of independent people of the Parliament of Victoria? I know whom I believe and
it is not people like the Minister for Transport, at the table, or the honourable member for
Springvale.
Let us examine the record and the Government's five years of rhetoric: the Minister at
the table, the Minister for Transport, five years ago proclaimed, as he took over as Minister
for Health, that we had, "the best health system in the world". Unfortunately, it had not
remained that way by the time he went on to wreck the transport system.
In 1982 the then Leader of the Opposition, Mr Cain, made a commitment to the people
of Victoria in his election speech, that he would reduce the hospital waiting list by half.
For that reason, and many others, the people of Victoria elected the ALP. At 30 June 1982,
there were 8400 people on the hospital waiting list. Any person who believes that this list
was reduced, under the Cain Government, to 4200 people is badly mistaken. As at 30
June 1986, we have reached the staggering figure of 27 545 people. That is an increase of
19 145 people who are not able to be treated and who need to be.
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Mr Micallef-They are probably better offwithout it!
Mr LEIGH-The honourable member for Springvale has the gall to suggest that these
people are better off on a sick list and without their operations. I guarantee that he would
be like one of his colleagues in the other place, who went for an operation to a private
hospital in the past twelve months. So much for the socialist who believes in equal
medicine for everybody! He went to a private hospital! He demonstrated with his feet
what he thought of the public hospital system, and how can one blame him? Many people
in the community would like the opportunity to do that. Unfortunately, they do not have
that opportunity.
The honourable member for Richmond nods his head. He is on $45 000 a year or
whatever it is, as I am, and he can well afford to attend a private hospital; so can I. It is a
struggle, though, even for us. However, the fact is that we can afford it. Many other people
in the community are not in the position to be able to afford it and that is the shame of it
all.
We have always been led to believe that socialism is about equality-justice for all and
human rights for all.
The Government says in its propaganda "We care for the poor". It certainly does not
show it by results. It did not care for the poor by spending millions of dollars on the media
unit or by publishing a whole lot of nonsense describing all the things it is supposedly
doing. What people want is action, not rhetoric.
The Minister at the table will probably go down in Victoria's history as "Tom the
Wrecker" because of what he did. Along with some of his socialist colleagues, he personally
wrecked the health system in this State, and what did the Premier do? He gave him
another portfolio as Minister for Transport and so the Minister is now leading the backward
revolt of the transport system in Victoria.
The transport system debt, since 1982, has skyrocketed. It has increased by several
hundred million dollars between 1982 and 1986. This all comes from a Government
whose rhetoric in 1982, was, "We will supply you with a better service','. The Government
sold everything off to the Japanese and is now leasing it back at twice the price because of
the devaluation of the dollar and because of its irresponsible Federal Labor colleagues.
The State is broke. The Minister for Transport is responsible for the failed transport
system, and yet he tells the community that everything is rosy. "So long as you wait a little
longer at the train track, the train will turn up".
I concede that, when in government, the Liberal Party had a problem with transport. I
do not deny that; we mucked it up. I have no problem with saying that we mucked up
transport.
The then shadow Minister for Transport did an excellent job pointing out the problems
in the system and suggesting how his party would change things. It can be argued that the
then honourable member for Brunswick did an equally good job, when the Liberal Party
was in office, in the health area but the moment he was put in charge-bang! It blew up!
He wrecked it!
For all the money that the Government has spent, what has it really done? At the end of
the day, the community has nothing to show for it. Therefore, the people should ask:
"what happened, between 1982 and 1986, to $7·9 million? Where did it go? It went on the
employment initiatives program which was the forerunner to the Community Employment
Program. Billions of dollars have been spent creating short-term schemes. The Community
Employment Program was called the mickey mouse employment program when the now
Minister for Local Government was in charge of it. That is another area the Government
has botched.
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Government members are so scared of the Leader of the Opposition that they run
around conducting opinion polls mainly among Australian Labor Party supporters-in
order to find out how popular JeffKennett is with Australian Labor Party supporters. Big
deal! I don't care. The Government has botched it!
Moving to the area of housing, I point out that this is the Government that is supposed
to care for the poor in the international year of shelter. Everybody should have shelter,
but what has the Government done? Once again it has botched it. The figures for the year
ended 30 June 1982 show that there were 16 268 people on the waiting list for
accommodation. That has not gone down today and, as of the same date in 1986, the
figure is 32 644.
Last week in Parliament the Minister for Housing was asked a question. I thought it was
a very simple question which required a "Yes" or "No" answer. He was asked whether he
could tell the House whether the number of people on the waiting list for public housing
had gone up. We did not receive a "Yes" or "No" answer; that was too difficult. What we
received was a little different. We had an admission that the proposed amendment to the
Residential Tenancies Act had been marginally responsible for the loss of private housing
in the rental area.
As reported at page 17 of H ansard in questions without notice of 24 February 1987, the
Minister for Housing-and I believe what he says-said that the Residential Tenancies
Act was responsible for people getting out of the rental market. At page 12 he said also
that the client base for public housing had now extended far beyond the parameters of
when the Opposition was in government.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-Mr Acting Speaker, on a point of order, Standing
Orders state that members are not allowed to refer to the particular page numbers of
debates in the same session.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Standing Order 93 states:
No Member shall allude to any debate of the same Session upon a question or Bill not being then under
discussion except, by the indulgence of the House, for personal explanations

From what is the honourable member quoting?
Mr LEIGH (Malvern)-I referred to page 12 of Hansard of24 February 1987. I did not
specifically quote every line. All I said was that it was at page 12, and I referred to the
client base, which I remetnbered without reading it.
Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)-Mr Deputy Speaker, on a point of order, an
important principle is involved. I believe the honourable member is entitled to refer to
replies to questions at any time. This is not a debate in the House. The issue that is being
raised refers to other debates apart from the one we are taking part in at the moment. No
other debate that I am aware of has taken place during this session. I submit that the
honourable member is perfectly in order in quoting the answer to the question in full
direct from H ansard.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-If the honourable member did identify it as a question he
would be in order. The Standing Order has been read, and the honourable member shall
not allude to a debate. Is it a question or not?
Mr Leigh-It was a question without notice.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Point taken.
Mr Leigh (Malvern)-I am delighted that the Minister for Transport is so touchy.
Mr Delzoppo-Twitchy.
Mr LEIGH-He is twitchy, and what has quite clearly been said without qualification
is that this Government's policies are failing. The Government says that it is protecting
those who are on welfare. Those who need the help cannot get it because the waiting list
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has increased and the community base has expanded. The Opposition for many months
has been talking about the problem in our community today called the new poor. That
situation has been created by this socialist Government that has done everything it could
since 1982 to hit the middle-class people of our community below the belt and to take
from them their entire wealth. We are talking about the redistribution of wealth in the
community.
The Minister for Housing, who has been in Parliament for 28 years, stands before this
Parliament on a "Yes" or "No" question on how the Government's policies have failed,
but refuses to answer the question. The question was whether the waiting list had gone up
and the answer was "Yes".
The second question was whether the proposed amendment to the Residential Tenancies
Act that this Government attempted to get through Parliament had an effect on people in
the rental market. Why would one bother with a rental investment? Even though one
owns a house, according to the Government, one cannot do anything about it. The
Residential Tenancies Tribunal is stacked against the landlord to an incredible degree.
I am not in favour of either the landlord or the tenant in this regard. When the person
is in the wrong, whether it be the landlord or the tenant, that person should be dealt with
fairly. I am not advocating that it be all the landlord's way. The Government has made
certain that it is not in favour of the landlord. The Government has caused a loss in the
rental market. One has only to ask young people what expenses they face in terms of
renting a private dwelling, and one finds they have what are called rental mortgages. They
are like auctions. A person does not keep the keys of the house; all they do is pay rent for
it. This is the nonsensical situation we find ourselves in because of the economic policies
of the Government.
There is also negative gearing from Canberra. When negative gearing was removed it is
a fact, as one learns when talking to real estate agents who are experienced in rental
properties, that the rental market collapsed. The return on investment is something like 5
per cent, but one can invest one's money more wisely by leaving it in the bank and doing
nothing with it. That is the philosophy the Government has encouraged.
I turn now to another area dealing with the police. Victorians did not get the extra police
they were promised; all they got was 27 000 bureaucrats. What has happened to the crime
rate in areas such as burglary, household thefts, motor car thefts and various other areas.
It has skyrocketed. We did not get the required number of police to protect the community.
A perfect example in my electorate is that there were supposed to be something like 48
CIB operators, but only 25 were appointed. The Government issues a set of figures to say
that there are 48 policemen, but in reality we lost nearly half of them because of long
service leave. We lost one who was charged four years ago and has been suspended ever
since. He has not set foot in a police station but is still listed as a operational policeman in
our community. The Government is stacking figures. One policeman has never set foot in
the police station but went to the National Crime Authority. Another policeman is at the
State Insurance Office. We have policemen we have never seen-phantom police.
The Government is stacking the numbers and the Minister has included them in the
figures. During the adjournment debate the other night I asked the Minister what he was
going to do about it. Basically, he said that the Government has bought another helicopter
but he was not interested in telling me what happened. I almost got the reply, "Don't
worry about that; it is all being looked after", but I do worry about it because the community
is entitled to have the Police Force available to protect it, not more pen-pushers. We have
gone to rack and ruin in that area.
Turning to taxation, I point out that between 1982 and 1985 the Government increased
taxation on the community to an enormous extent. For example, one house in my
electorate-admittedly in the street where I live-was bought by the gentleman who
owned it in 1945, and in two years his land tax went up 3004 per cent. That is incredible!
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The Leader of the Opposition was berated for stating that Victoria was going down the
same track as Argentina. I believed it was only in places such as Argentina that people
suffered 3000 per cent increases in taxes. However, I was incorrect.
The gentleman I referred to was forced to sell his home because he could not afford to
pay the land tax, the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works rates and the council
rates which, under this Government, have become more and more expensive.
Each year the Government alters the land tax formula to suit its marginal electorates
because it is scared that it will lose seats. However, it keeps the level of land tax high
enough to soak communities such as the one I represent. The Government is using a tax
to hit the people who do not vote for it. If the people of Malvern voted for the Labor Party
and, God forbid, elected a Labor Party member to this place, the Government would
abolish land tax. The Government is ripping people off!
I shall now refer to local government. The Government believes in the philosophy of
giving local government the opportunity of participating in business ventures. Local
government wants to become involved in business ventures so it can reduce its rates.
When one becomes involved in a business venture, one not only can make money but
also one can lose it.
Iflocal government becomes involved in business ventures, what happens when money
is lost? Ratepayers will have to make up for that loss.
Mr Pope-That is a slur on local government.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! The honourable member for Monbulk
is out of his place and out of order; therefore, the honourable member for Malvern should
ignore the interjection.
Mr LEIGH-The honourable member for Monbulk has a vested interest in supporting
his interjection because he has a town clerk's ticket or is seeking to get one. He has a vested
interest in local government gaining increased powers.
If local government becomes involved in business ventures and loses money, the
ratepayers will lose. Honourable members are not talking about the money of councils, we
are talking about the money of ratepayers. It is easy for a public servant to spend someone
else's money. The Government has borrowed $7·9 billion since it was elected.
Mr Crabb interjected.
Mr LEIGH-It is incredible that the Minister for Labour interjects because he was the
instigator of the program to sell trains and trams to the Japanese and whoever else will
buy them. The result of the devaluation of the Australian dollar has meant that we are
paying far more than we thought we would. We must be paying more because the Australian
dollar has experienced the "J" curve in reverse because of the economic policies of the
State and Federal Labor Governments. Victorians are losing as a consequence.
Victorians must ask whether we have better services today than those provided in 1982.
In the health area, the answer is, "No". If the Minister denies that, I suggest that he read
the Government's own figures on the length of the hospital waiting list. Are the trains any
better? When they keep their wheels on, I suppose they are, but that appears to be a
significant problem. Did Victoria get the promised additional 1000 police? No, we got
bureaucrats instead. Did we get additional housing? The answer is, "No".
The answer to almost every question about every Government department is that the
service is now poorer than it was in 1982. People are being hit harder and harder and all
they get is a Government with a brilliant media unit. However, the Government pays an
enormous amount of money for that unit.
Mr Cooper-The taxpayer pays!
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Mr LEIGH-In the end, the community pays. The Government can fool people for
only so long. Sooner or later, Victorians will realise when they receive State Electricity
Commission bills, gas bills and other State Government bills that they are paying more
money to this Government for less value. It is a pity the Government has not sought to
redress that problem and it is a shame the Government must bear at the next State
election.
Mr HILL (Warrandyte)-I am delighted to speak to the motion for the adoption of the
Address-in-Reply to the Governor's Speech, a Speech that well summarised the Cain
Government's intentions and aspirations for Victoria in its sixth year of office and the
sixth year in which I have had the honour to represent the electorate ofWarrandyte.
The remarkable fact about the sixth year of the Labor Party in office is that during a
time of unprecedented economic change, difficulties and constraints, Victoria has become
the economic leader of all States in Australia. Victoria has also become Australia's leader
in social justice; it is the first State to adopt a social justice strategy.
Victoria has the runs on the board! It has worked its way up to lead Australian States
because its Government, led by the Premier, John Cain, is not only a Government with a
good head but also a Government with a heart.
Mr Leigh-Mr Acting Speaker, I direct your attention to the state of the House.
A quorum was formed.

Mr HILL-It is extraordinary that the honourable member for Malvern should call a
quorum when, during his speech, he did not have one fellow member of his party listening
to him.
Mr LEIGH (Malvern)-On a point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, twenty members
should be in the House at any time. If the Government wanted more than twenty members,
I would have been happy to oblige.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! There is no point of order.
Mr TANNER (Caulfield)-On a different point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, the
honourable member was misleading the House in claiming that no Opposition member
was present.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! There is no point of order.
Mr HILL (Warrandyte)-In 1982, after a quarter ofa century of conservative rule in
the State, the Cain Government was elected with a strong mandate, for change, for
leadership, for competent management, for a sense of direction and planning, and for the
challenging task of turning around a State economy which had run down and State services
which had become derelict.
In the 1980s, in a decade of unprecedented economic change, a reformist Government
first needed to establish its economic credentials. The Victorian Cain Government has
done that. The key element has been the development of the economic strategy, a major
achievement that focused on job creation through stimulating Victoria's economy and
maximising its comparative advantages. The strength of the economic strategy was its
employment of a broad plan across a range of portfolios that aimed to bring a rational
pattern to economic activities in conjunction with business and the trade unions.
The evidence of the Government's success is there for all to see. Victoria is leading the
nation in economic recovery with most leading indicators, such as the level of job growth
and reduced unemployment. Without sustained employment growth the Government
would not be able to realise its overriding ambition for the extension of economic and
social justice throughout the community. We know that we must expand the cake before
we can expand further distribution.
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The economic strategy and the social justice strategy are, therefore, inextricably linked.
They represent the Government's ultimate commitment to ensuring that all Victorians
can enjoy the benefits of being part of a just and democratic society, well founded on firm
economic foundations.
In a time of economic recovery, it is completely unacceptable that some Victorians
remain severely disadvantaged. However, in a time of economic downturn, it is even
more imperative that social justice issues are given a high priority and that scarce resources
are reallocated to the less well off.
The broad objectives of the social justice strategy are fourfold. Firstly, to reduce
disadvantage caused by unequal access to economic resources and power. Secondly, to
protect, extend and ensure effective exercise of equal legal, industrial and political rights.
Thirdly, to increase access to essential goods and services according to need, and, fourthly,
to expand opportunities for genuine participation by all Victorians in decisions that affect
their lives.
Although the social justice strategy was launched formally only recently, the Government
has already done much towards achieving those objectives. Firstly, to ensure that Victorians
have the necessary foundations of rights and resources to be able to take advantage of
economic, political and social opportunities, the Government has taken measures to
extend and protect legal, industrial and political rights. For example, occupational health
and safety legislation, fair trading legislation, extension and strengthening of equal
opportunity legislation, WorkCare reforms, review of police powers, reform of courts
management procedures, extension of municipal franchise, the expansion of legal aid, the
establishment of a legal interpreter service, reform of adoption legislation and the extension
of child-care programs.
The Government has also taken measures to ensure basic material needs are met. For
example, supported accommodation assistance program, extension of public housing
rental stock, and winter energy concessions for gas and electricity.
The Government is also ensuring that all Victorians have access to essential goods and
services. For example, the extension of access to post-compulsory and post-secondary
education, hospital capital works program-I am delighted that in the electorate I represent,
the Maroondah Hospital is receiving an extensive expansion as a result of that programcommunity equipment program, and the provision of capital indexed loans to low-income
home-buyers.
The Government has taken measures to promote more equitable access to employment
opportunities. For example, the work study program, the establishment of affirmative
employment units, support of disability employment action centres, bridging programs
for young women wishing to enter non-traditional trade and technical areas, the extension
of State additional apprentice scheme, the promotion of early retirement in the Victorian
Public Service, special programs of assistance to long-term unemployed and the
establishment of the Victorian Careers Information Co-ordinating Committee.
Secondly, the Government has provided opportunities for all Victorians to participate
fully in society. Examples of Government action include deinstitutionalisation for wards
of State and a reduction in the numbers of wards; development of community residential
units; the establishment of a sentencing review committee; the introduction of alternative
sentencing options, including community service orders and the establishment ofadditional
community attendance centres; the negotiation of the Home and Community Care Program
with the Commonwealth Government and the introduction of an integration aide program.
Measures have been taken to ensure that people are genuinely consulted by those who
represent them and they are able to participate fully as citizens of a democratic society.
For example, the extension of powers of school councils, the establishment of a health
complaints mechanism, the support for an energy action group and the Aboriginal
community development officers program.
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A third category of measures monitors outcomes of policies and practices of major
institutions to ensure consistency with social justice objectives. These relatively few
examples of what the Government has already done to extend social justice in Victoria
illustrate that this is indeed a Government with a kind heart as well as a good head.
To ensure further development of social justice in priority areas, the Government has
selected four particular policy areas: firstly, children in poverty; secondly, dignity and
security for the aged; thirdly, long-term unemployment; and, fourthly, human rights. Noone will doubt the importance of those issues in our society and the Government is
ensuring that all its agencies give them a high priority.
In the area of human rights I am pleased to say that, as Chairman of the Human Rights
Subcommittee of the Parliamentary Legal and Constitutional Committee, I shall soon be
tabling recommendations on what action Parliament should take on that reference.
I shall now turn to some major policy areas that immediately affect my constituents. I
refer firstly to the most important issue of the 1980s-jobs. At the start of this year 50 000
more Victorians were in jobs than in the previous year. At the same time we had the
lowest unemployment rate of any State and it has been the lowest every month for 44
consecutive months. The Government's economic strategy is clearly paying off. The
strategy is aimed at identifying our strengths and the things we do well or the areas where
we have the competitive edge.
It is the private sector which turns those strengths into new jobs. Of the 50 000 new jobs
created last year, 85 per cent were in the private sector. The Government has put a great
deal of effort into encouraging the private sector to seize the opportunities provided by the
strategy.
A second important issue is youth. The success of our economic strategy is essential to
the future of young people. Its aim is to create long-term jobs. We have improved the level
of youth unemployment and achieved a substantial increase in the numbers undertaking
post-compulsory education and training.

We have also embarked on major reforms to the structure and operations of TAFE,
created new places for students in tertiary institutions and overhauled the final year
programs in State secondary education with a view to raising retention rates and meeting
the educational demands of the 1980s and the 1990s.
We have overseen a complete turnaround in figures for those in training from a steady
decline in yearly intakes in the five or six years before we came into office and we are now
achieving record highs.
Honourable members should consider these few statistics. There has been a lift in the
school retention rate from 61 per cent in 1983 to 67 per cent in 1986. Only 5 per cent of
young Victorians now are not in education, training or work. Only 1·3 per cent of young
Victorians are unemployed for nine months or longer. Some 3000 extra university places
have been provided and a $50 million boost has been provided to the TAFE system in the
past two years. There is a record of 40 000 apprentices in training.
Major reforms are well under way in post-compulsory schooling, vocationa1 guidance
information and advice and support services for young people.
In my electorate there has been a tremendous advance in education. In visiting primary
schools one is struck by how happy the children are and how large classes and inadequate
teachers are a thing of the past. The newly developed areas in my electorate are being
provided with new schools that are the envy of the previous generation.
For example, Rolling Hills Primary School, Croydon Hills Primary Scho01 and
Warrandyte High School are all schools with magnificent facilities. I wish to pay particular
recognition and tribute to the school councils and the principals of those schools for the
tremendous work they are doing in implementing school council contracts.
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I move now to what has been a contentious portfolio, namely, transport. It has been
contentious because finally, after generations of neglect by our predecessors, we are making
the hard decisions to rationalise, economise and redeploy resources. We are biting the
bullet. If there is no contention, the necessary reforms are not.being implemented.
The proof of the Government's success in this area is the vastly improved public
transport network developed in the outer-eastern area. Train frequency has almost doubled
during peak periods. New articulated buses have been introduced to relieve overcrowding.
In my electorate extra bus services have been introduced in Warrandyte, Park Orchards,
Croydon and North Ringwood. Improvements are also being made in Mooroolbark. For
40 years previous Governments had flirted with a promise to build a new railway station
between Mooroolbark and Lilydale. This Government has made a commitment to do so
within the next few years. I welcome that commitment. It will go a long way towards
meeting the transport needs of the new estates around Mooroolbark particularly Rolling
Hills and the other new areas.
I have said much about social justice. I also wish briefly to describe our achievements
in justice and the law. I am particularly pleased to report on reforms that affect the
ordinary citizen. The recommendations of the committee on the future of Magistrates
Courts, which I had the honour of chairing, are being implemented. This means that there
will be improved and cheaper access to Magistrates Courts through informal arbitration
procedures, and neighbourhood disputes can be resolved through local neighbourhood
mediation centres rather than by difficult litigation. Such a neighbourhood mediation
centre is being established to serve my electorate.
I am also delighted to announce that after personally working on a campaign to open a
legal aid office in Ringwood some fifteen years ago, the Legal Aid Commission is opening
its doors there later this year.
The Victoria Police Force has also received major improvements, contrary to what may
be believed by the honourable member for Malvern whom I now see leaving the Chamber.
In the first four years of the Cain Government capital expenditure increased 150 per cent
over the previous four years. The effective strength of the Police Force increased by 1038
to 8958 bringing the police to population ratio-and this is where it tells-to one for every
461 persons compared to New South Wales where there is one policeman to every 517
persons and in Queensland one police officer to every 538 persons.
There have also been major improvements in police industrial conditions and in the
provision of equipment, including boats, helicopters, motor vehicles, bullet resistant vests,
computers and communications. It is all there to be examined by anyone; the evidence is
there.
The results that we have achieved and the aspirations that we have are truly the product
of a Government with a good head and a kind heart. We have rejected the siren calls of
the new right, the economic flat earthers who preach the politics of selfishness and greedthose with foolish heads and stony hearts.
It is worth looking at what happens in some other States, where the new right have the
ear of Government. For instance, in Queensland the latest statistics show unemployment
at 10·3 per cent as against 7·1 per cent in Victoria. The tragedy is that ordinary, decent
Australians are paying the price for simplistic economic theories that serve the interests of
a privileged few. There is nothing so socially destructive as widespread unemployment
and yet that appears to be of no concern to those intent on using Australia as a testing
place for theories that have already been discredited in many other places.

In conclusion, I remind the House that recently the Australian Financial Review looked
at how each State was performing in economic terms. Its conclusion was that Victoria,
more than any other State, was the one which best had its act together. It went on to say
that Victoria had been transformed from a dismal State to one with a strong climate of
Session 1987-10
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confidence. Surely, we in Victoria have good cause to have confidence in the Cain Labor
Governments of the 1980s and the 1990s.
Ms SIBREE (Kew)-It is a pleasure to join the debate on the adoption of an Addressin-Reply. Firstly, on behalf of the electorate ofKew, I thank Dr and Mrs Davis McCaughey
for the work they have done for Victoria and with Victorians during their term of office. I
have regard for Dr Davis McCaughey; he has a particular charm and a particular style
which he gives to the office of Governor of this State and, on behalf of the people ofKew,
whom I represent I wish him and his lady a fulfilling and healthy time in that office. My
regards to him and those he represents.
The Address-in-Reply debate gives one a chance to reflect on what the Government's
so-called achievements have been during the past five years.
One interesting point in the Governor's Speech was the omissions rather than the things
that were said. I shall comment on a number of areas in the Speech. We should be looking
carefully at the so-called social justice strategy of the Cain Government and whether it is
actually concerned about families and how they are coping in today's difficult economic
times.
The Cain Government does not have a properly structured social justice policy. It seems
that what the Cain Government has is a series of statements from different departments
which it is endeavouring to bring together and that is what it calls its social justice policy.
I question whether there is such a policy.
The honourable member for Warrandyte said that the social justice policy will determine
the distribution of scarce resources allocated to the less well off. Probably that is the basis
of a social justice policy that either party would agree upon because a Liberal Government
would also be concerned about the allocation of scarce resources to those who are less well
off, with proper priority setting.
Somehow, the Government has plucked priorities out of the air with what I believe is
not a proper policy setting. I am not convinced that it has one and many people to whom
I have spoken are not convinced that it has one, either.
The failure of the Government to take the opportunity on the occasion of the Governor's
Speech to spell out in real terms what the social justice strategy is going to do was one sin
of omission in the Speech made last week.
I shall instance a few examples of why I believe there is not a properly structured social
justice strategy in this State but rather it is a grab bag of ideas-probably some are goodwhich have not been thought through in terms of what those policies will do for Victorian
families and for those who, as the honourable member for Warrandyte put it, are less well
off and should feceive priority for scarce resources.
I instance the fact that children in poverty and children with needs are one of the
priorities that the State Labor Government has signalled as one of its major concerns.
Nobody in this House would disagree that children in poverty, children in need of care
and protection and children who are in need of the resources of their State and of our
pockets are those who should be given priority. But I wonder how that priority is set.
I instance some examples which have come to my attention during the past few weeks.
Some honourable members would know that I am associated, and have been for some
time, with a long-established organisation called the Citizens Welfare Service of Victoria.
I know the honourable member for Greensborough, during her time as Minister for
Community Welfare Services, was mindful of the fine work that a long standing body such
as the Citizens Welfare Service of Victoria has carried out. It is a body that conducts
family counselling and a specialised skilled group of people operate that organisation.
In the last Budget that service was told by the Government that it no longer qualified
for State funding-bearing in mind that this organisation cares for damaged families in an
attempt either to iron out their difficulties or to keep those families going by supporting
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the persons who head the family-be it one or two persons-and the children who are
dependent on those people.
The organisation's funding has been cut off by the Government-probably as part of its
social justice strategy-yet this is an expert organisation that has been running family
counselling for 100 years in this State. It has been told that the Government's priority is
now children; it was also told, "We can see our way clear to grab something out of the
social justice policy basket for funding the work you do with children's counselling".
I put it to the Government that it is hard to counsel children without counselling their
whole families at the same time. One cannot treat children in a vacuum. One does not
expect that they will all end up in institutional care away from their families-in fact, the
opposite should be the result that one would want.
The social justice strategy that applies in this State is, "We are not going to fund you
because you are a family counselling organisation, but we will fund a bit of your service,
children's counselling; if you do family counselling in conjunction then that is breaking
the guidelines". I find this a curious feature of the social justice strategy that is apparently
in place in this State and, on behalf of organisations such as the Citizens Welfare Service
of Victoria to which I am committed, that sort of social justice strategy does not make
sense. It seems as though it has been plucked out of the air because it sounds good but the
Government has not thought the situation through in terms of the objectives, the decisions
that are to be made on the objectives, the principles that operate and the actual policy
decisions and program funding that will follow.
Admittedly the State Government might say that family counselling is a Federal
Government responsibility but, as the honourable member for Greensborough and others
would know, family counselling is not only about family breakdowns, it is about family
strengthening and family support. It is to help families to go through break-ups or to come
together and to support the children.
It is not strictly a Federal Government responsibility; it is very much in the basket of
social justice issues which the Government must face and it cannot run away from them
by setting a priority called "children" and then try to exclude the family which supports
the children. To me, this example justifies my criticism of the Government on the basis
that it does not have a social justice policy in place and is still trying to find one.

Again, I remind honourable members of the definition given by the honourable member
for Warrandyte: that social justice means scarce resources being allocated to the less well
off. I invite honourable members to consider some of the work I have been doing on
behalf of the Opposition in identifying Government waste. I am pleased to note that the
Honourable Mal Sandon from another place has taken up the cudgels for the Government
and has, quite properly, been given a brief by the Government to identify waste. In fact,
the Government has discovered that the Opposition has discovered so much waste that it
decided that it had better start looking itself. Mal Sandon has in fact in his short time on
the job identified some $15 million worth of waste on computer equipment, telephone
equipment and duplicated equipment throughout the State Public Service, so I thank him
for adding to my waste file.
When one considers the waste of this Government because its priorities are wrong, one
again realises that its so-called social justice policy is somewhat out of kilter. In my
investigations as to what sorts of funds are spent on what sort of things, I was pleased to
receive from the Minister for Public Works-I am sure he is very concerned about social
justice because he represents an electorate where a number of families and many children
would be in poverty-a wonderful new brochure entitled Design and Construction: Public
Works Department, Victoria 1986. It apparently explains all the changes in the Public
Works Department and what the department does. I was delighted to find throughout the
document extremely expensive printing on good quality, glossy paper with pictures drawn
by artists of the various managers, under managers, group managers, budget and program
managers and so on. It is a very nice booklet; one of which the Minister can be proud.
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I investigated the cost of producing it because, of course, social justice is the "in" thing,
and I would not want to do an injustice to the Minister. I understand from his department
that the publication alone of this booklet cost $42 000; that was just for the paperwork,
the artwork and the bits and pieces to actually get it printed. That covered the cost of 9000
copies. It is terrific that 9000 people in Victoria are interested in knowing what the Public
Works Department is doing and what its managers look like. They are not even photographs
but, presumably, are large pictures that have been put up on the wall in the department
for all to see. I must go and have a look at the art gallery.
An Honourable Member-You do not want people to know what the department does?
Ms SIBREE-Anybody who rings the Public Works Department should be told precisely
whom to see and what to do. Nobody needs a 60-page glossy booklet every twelve months
as a reminder that the Minister exists for some good reason. In addition to the $42 000,
one must add the cost of three or four full-time, permanent staff members. I am glad the
Minister is putting them to good use but, all told, this booklet probably cost in the vicinity
of$60 000, and I am being generous in making that a minimum figure.
I come back to social justice and to the definition given by the honourable member for
Warrandyte: that it relates to the allocation of scarce resources to the less well off.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stirling)-Order! I ask honourable members to cease
interjecting, especially those who are out of their places, and I remind the honourable
member for Kew that she should address her remarks to the Chair.
Ms SIBREE-The honourable member for Warrandyte is not interjecting, Sir. He is
listening carefully because he does have a social conscience and is concerned that the
Government has got it wrong this time. Here we have $60 000 spent on a glossy publication
that will not help anybody-not one soul!
The other day I received a copy of a letter addressed to those two Government members
who are probably most responsible for its social justice policy, apart from the Minister for
Education; it was addressed to the Minister for Health and the Minister for Community
Services. It was from the action group Save the Children. All honourable members would
be well aware of the work of that group. It is calling on the Government to allocate
$45 OOO-the cost of the publication of this glossy brochure to go to 9000 people who
probably do not even read it-to ensure that disabled children in this State who are
entitled to wheelchairs, who have been told that they should have wheelchairs, and who
need wheelchairs to get around, can have wheelchairs. Between the wonderful schemes of
the Federal Government and the State Government, these disabled children cannot buy
wheelchairs. For $45 OOO-these scarce resources that the Government is talking about,
and honourable members on both sides of the House will agree that resources are scarcethese much needed wheelchairs could be provided to disabled children throughout the
community who cannot get them under the Program of Aids for Disabled People, also
known as the PADP scheme.
. Social justice questions become even more complex and stupid when one reads the
statement from the Royal Children'S Hospital about a wheelchair for a young lady whose
mother has written to the hospital saying that her child was assessed last year as being
eligible for, capable of using and appropriate to use a wheelchair. The mother had been
told by the hospital that, unfortunately, her daughter is not able to receive funds under the
PADP scheme because, as I understand it, she resides in a community residential unit. I
am sure the Government perceives the deinstitutionalisation of disabled people, young or
old, as part of its social justice policy; yet the very fact that they are deinstitutionalised
and are residing in community residential units-and I applaud those moves-means
that they are no longer qualified for wheelchairs under the Commonwealth scheme. Their
only hope is that the State Government might see its way clear to provide wheelchairs to
children and other disabled people when this Government has encouraged their
deinstitutionalisation.
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I put it to the House and to the Government that this $60 000 booklet is worth nothing
compared to the social justice that that $60 000 could have given to tens of children who
are still waiting for wheelchairs in this State. Where are the priorities and where is the
setting for those priorities?
I shall now move on to some other matters which have been touched on in this social
justice policy and which do concern a number of people in the Kew electorate. I shall also
refer to a recent discussion by the Minister for Labour who, as honourable members are
aware, is also the Minister responsible for youth affairs as that particular division resides
within his Ministry.
Again, if we are to talk about scarce resources, about social justice and about enabling
and empowering people, I find it strange that the Minister was saying to the community
just a few weeks ago that we need new youth organisations; that the existing youth
organisations no longer serve the majority of young people. Over the past five years, the
major youth organisations in this State have been ignored by the Government, and
ignored at the Government's peril.
As has already been mentioned in this House, organisations such as the Scout Association
of Australia and the Girl Guides Association of Victoria have received not one ounce of
real encouragement. Yet the Minister for Labour, in an attempt to show some newfound
interest in young people and unemployment of young people-and trying to deny that it
exists-now says this year that we need a new youth organisation.
It is strange that for many years, the contribution made by the Labor State Government
to such organisations has remained at approximately $40 000 or $50 000. On the one hand
it is given and on the other hand it is taken away in State taxes and financial institutions
duty. As a result, the net outflow to the scout association is approximately the same as the
Government gives it. The new social justice strategy just says, "We will find a new way of
funding it so as to salve our conscience".

In a press release of 18 February, the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands
announced a whole series of grants relating to salinity. On the one hand, the Minister for
Labour is advocating the establishment of a new, vital youth organisation in this State
that could cater for the new perceived needs of young people-the current youth
organisations that exist are fighting to survive financially, but certainly not in terms of the
number of young people who join them-and, on the other hand, the Minister for
Conservation, Forests and Lands announces, among other things, a grant. of $4620 to the
Girl Guides Association of Victoria to provide all members of the association with a clear
understanding of the environmental significance of salinity through a slide tape kit and
weekend salinity program involving 200 girl guides and leaders. That is the sort of
contribution that the Government is making to youth and youth groups. What an absolute
joke!
If the Government wants to conduct a salinity program, it should to so; if it wants to
support girl guides, it should support girl guides. The Girl Guides' Association is about
youth development. The Government criticises the associations on the one hand for not
providing a sufficiently wide series of activities and interests for young people in Victoriaand I do not agree with that criticism-but, on the other hand, as part of its salinity
program, it gives money to an organisation that it does not properly support in the first
place!

It represents either a waste of $4620, or a complete misuse of moneys which should
properly be directed to the Girl Guides' Association to enable it to get on with those things
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it knows best to do-developing opportunities for young women to enable them to growand
develop in a different environment, and providing them with new leadership, selfassertiveness or other skills that young women might want.
The Opposition considers these sorts of giveaways, these sops in the name of salinity,
as a joke and a waste. Where does it fit into the Government's social justice program? It
does not fit in anywhere. I suppose one could say that that is literally pouring salt on an
open wound.
The questions of taxes, family taxation and the burden of the changing economy inflicted
by the Cain Government on Victorian families have been mentioned by previous speakers.
However, I seem to need always to remind the Government, each time an Address-inReply or Supply debate takes place, of the fact that it keeps on breaking its promises. It is
rather sad to have to do that each time one speaks in this House but, unfortunately, it is a
fact of life.
It is important that I address the House on a number oflocal issues affecting the people
of Kew. A letter recently addressed to me by a Mr and Mrs Williamson of 17 Redmond
Street, Kew, states that since 1984 their land tax has increased by 1000 per cent. The land
tax assessment on their property was $195 in 1984. In 1986 their land tax assessment was
$1370. Is it social justice yet again? This is the Government that said it would not increase
taxes and charges beyond the consumer price index!

If the consumer price index has increased by 1000 per cent over the past three years,
either I have been asleep, I am Cinderella or Prince Charming has not yet woken me up,
because it is my understanding that the consumer price index has not increased by anywhere
near that amount.

On behalf of the people of Kew, I object to the new social justice of this Government,
which is directed towards shifting the total burden of land tax and water rates to those
suburbs where land values are high but where the people living in those homes are unable,
because of their limited incomes, to pay these sorts of horrendous increased charges. If
that is social justice, I shall eat my non-existent hat. That is a ridiculous situation.
I have been quite concerned about the question of law and order. I was more than
somewhat disturbed-I was horrified-when I recently learned as a result of my
investigations that there is gross understaffing of police stations, particularly CIB stations,
in and around the Kew electorate.
The Kew electorate is served by the Hawthorn CIB, which is extremely busy because
that area is fairly popular for such activities as housebreaking. It is also very popular for
such things as fraud, because there are a number of strip shopping areas and, particularly
over Christmas, people like to use other people's Bankcards.
I was surprised to find that, whereas there should be a full complement of thirteen
officers on duty at the Hawthorn CIB-or the full complement to which that office is
entitled-there are, on average, only six officers who actually man that station at anyone
time. One officer is permanently seconded to, I believe, the National Securities Commission
or some other Federal Government position, to investigate fraud of some sort or another.
He is gone permanently and is not to be replaced. Nevertheless, he is one of the thirteen
counted as the full complement of that office.
Another officer is permanently suspended. The hearing of the charge will not come up
for a while yet, so that person does not appear and is not replaced. One person is on
permanent sick leave, no doubt because of stress as a result of the high number of
vacancies at the office. No person is actually in charge of that CIB. The person in charge
varies from time to time, as officers move in and out from other CIBs, as other people are
able to let them off the hook.
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When I made my investigation, four officers were on leave-although, generally, there
would be at least two or three people on leave to take up their leave entitlements and also
to make up for times when officers work overtime. Therefore, police officers at the Hawthorn
CIB work with less than 50 per cent of their complement. Why is it that the Government
is criticised that it is not in control of law and order, that it is not providing proper dayto-day, face-to-face protection for citizens who are paying taxes and charges, which increase
from $195 one year to $1370 the next?
One can hardly blame people for criticising the Government and asking, "Where are
my taxes going? Last year there were thirteen CIB officers; this year there are only six, but
I am paying ten times the taxes I paid last year". It makes no sense to many people in Kew
and in other areas.
I am gravely concerned about the police strength in the area and the fact that there is no
flexibility to fill positions when police officers are permanently on secondment. It is not
fair to expect the police officers who remain to cope with the added burden of working at
half strength, which causes much stress.
It is amazing that in some areas-not the Hawthorn CIB-officers are buying their own
pagers to contact each other from car to car or from car to base. The Government provides
no other form of communication. All honourable members would have a pager, yet the
Government is not prepared to give police officers this facility. They need it as much as
we do. This is ridiculous in this day and age when the constituents of the Kew electorate
are paying taxes ten times what they were paying three years ago!

Finally, I make a pl~a to the Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources to
consider carefully the erection of the State Electricity Commission powerlines in Kew. It
is a pity that the honourable member for Richmond is not in the House because I am sure
that he would agree with me. Two major new powerlines are to be erected in Kew and my
constituents and I will continue to fight to ensure that those who are concerned about the
environmental and health risks of the powerlines are listened to.
The matter is of serious concern. Although on the one hand there is no specific proof
that the lines will cause health problems, on the other hand there is also no proof that they
will not. During the past few weeks the National Health and Medical Research Council
released a report expressing its concern about the risks imposed by powerlines. During
this sessional period and beyond, the Minister will be hearing much more about this
subject from the people I represent.

Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)-It is with great pride that once again on behalf of
the residents of the electorate of Gippsland East I reaffirm my loyalty to the Crown and
express my great appreciation for the Speech presented to Parliament by His Excellency
the Governor. My electorate will be looking forward to his visit in the future. Like
everyone else who visits that remarkable area of the State, he will be greatly impressed by
what he will see and by the hospitality of the people in that region.
I was proud of the appearance of the Bairnsdale High School Band at the opening of
Parliament. It provided the music during the afternoon tea that followed the official
opening. Any honourable member who took the time to listen to that band would have
been impressed by it. After the members of the band overcame their initial nervousness,
the quality of the music improved immensely and they were able to show their true form.
It is appropriate to refer to the extent of musical instruction of Bairnsdale. Recently the
East Gippsland Regional Music Centre was established to coordinate instrumental musical
instruction and to bring together two adjoining secondary schools-Bairnsdale High School
and Bairnsdale Technical School.
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The two schools have four bands between them which consist of 170 of their students
and another 120 students from surrounding areas, namely, the Lakes Entrance Post Primary
School and the Orbost High School. They are all working on a first-class music program
for the area.
Not one person from the area would dispute my contention that the basis of the
development of music in. the area has hinged on the enthusiasm of one man, the new
director of music at the Bairnsdale High School, Mr John Rogers, who is a musical
enthusiast. This man is able to instill enthusiasm in the students. He has a delightful
rapport with the students in the four orchestras.
Mr Rogers is ably supported by people experienced in the world of music such as Roy
Cowling, who was formerly a member of the ABC Show Band, and Mr John Smith, who
was able to enjoy his old band, the RAAF Band playing at the opening ceremony in front
of Parliament House. He was on tenterhooks during the parade in which he saw so many
of his erstwhile colleagues in action.
Gippsland East is very proud of its bands. Orchestras that consist of senior students
have been encouraged, such as the East Gippsland Pops Orchestra, which is as good as
anyone will hear anywhere, and the East Gippsland Concert Band. We are privileged to
have such talent in our students.
During this sessional period honourable members have remarked on the visits to rural
areas made by the Premier. The honourable gentleman also visited east Gippsland during
the latter part of last year. I hope the Premier is not too sadly misguided by the natural
courtesy and hospitality displayed by country people and construes that to be indicative
of widespread support for his policies in rural areas.
The Premier might have had an inkling that he was not the most favoured son in
Victoria when he paid a visit to the Snowy River Cooperative Seed Producers works near
Orbost. According to my estimate, approximately 2000 to 3000 people came to the works
to express their grave concern about what is happening to their future and to the future of
east Gippsland-especially far east Gippsland.
Concern was expressed about the policy of the Government on the use of public land
and the future of the timber industry. Approximately 60 to 70 per cent of people who
attended on that occasion would have been Labor Party voters at one time. They were
mainly timber workers, truckies and fallers in the forests, in other words, people who have
had a lifetime of experience in the industry who could see all that they had worked for
falling around their ears for no good reason.
A strong argument has been put forward by the Government that a contraction of the
timber industry in east Gippsland must occur and that past overcutting has caused the
problem. It is imperative to manage east Gippsland forests so that there will be no loss of
jobs in the short term and an overall improvement in the forests so that future generations
will have better forests than we have at present. Much misleading and untruthful publicity
has been circulated about the forest management of east Gippsland and many people are
despairing because an honest and proper assessment of opportunities has not been made.
Honourable members have probably received a circular from a group calling itself the
East Gippsland Coalition. The East Gippsland Coalition does not represent any major
interest group in east Gippsland; at the most it would represent only a handful of people.
The coalition is a product of an incestuous relationship between four other organisations
that basically involve the same people. They are the Australian Conservation Foundation,
the Conservation Council of Victoria, the Wilderness Society and the Native Forests
Action Council. If one could shake out the activists in each of those organisations, one
would find the same people are involved in each of them. It is completely accurate to say
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that the East Gippsland Coalition is a product of an incestuous association and creates a
fifth organisation in an attempt to pretend that it has more community support than it
has.
I have been disappointed over the way Governments of all political persuasions have
allowed themselves to be pushed around by these organisations over many years. The East
Gippsland Coalition has used as its authority Professor Bellamy, who should be known to
all television viewers. Professor Bellamy is the fellow who crawls around on hands and
knees and kisses freshly grafted pear trees. That is an extraordinary situation! It appears
that Professor Bellamy is prepared to do and say anything if there is a dollar attached to
it.
However, in extolling the virtues of the common pear, Professor Bellamy is extolling
the virtues of a man-made improvement on nature. The common pear is not something
one can find growing in the wild anywhere in the world. It is a product of years of
experiment and breeding to develop something for mankind that is better than that
provided by nature. I have no doubt that with proper management, care and scientific
research, we will be able to make better forests than those provided by nature. Logic
supports my claim. It is obvious that this man who is paid by advertisers to kiss trees
might also have been slung a few dollars to make his claim about Gippsland forests.
An extraordinary claim was made by Professor Bellamy-and was reported in east
Gippsland newspapers-that in a whistle-stop tour of east Gippsland he discovered a new
gum tree. According to my sources, it takes months and even years of research to establish
whether any of the gum species found from time to time in east Gippsland are completely
new species or another hybrid. Yet Professor Bellamy travelled through the east Gippsland
forests in a few hours and discovered a gum tree that the researchers being paid thousands
of dollars have not been able to find. I believe Professor Bellamy is attempting to lead us
all up a gum tree because his arguments and claims do not add up. Professor Bellamy
should keep to his advertising and continue with crawling around the ground and kissing
pear trees to his heart's content. The people who know what they are talking about should
be left to manage the east Gip9sland forests.
The receptions held by country people for the Premier's recent visits have been mentioned
in the debate. I was happy to participate in receptions in the electorate I represent because
I am aware of numerous receptions that are not attended by country people are held in
Parliament House and at public offices across the road. I was delighted that my constituents
had the opportunity of attending the country receptions.
However, I was amazed to find myself at one stage being berated by a woman who had
strong conservationist views but who was unknown to me. As I have a reasonable knowledge
of people with strong views on certain subjects in east Gippsland, I made inquiries and
discovered that the woman came from Mirboo North, which is approximately 150
kilometres from where the reception was held. I said to her, "Goodness me, don't tell me
that the organisers of the reception have to bring in a truckload of supporters from 150
kilometres away because they cannot find local support". It appears that the aim was
completely to surround the Premier with his supporters. I was extremely disappointed
that they had to go all the way to Mirboo North to find a conservationist.
I could have nominated local conservationists who might not have supported me in any
elections, but I would have been delighted for them to attend those receptions. It is
unfortunate that the organisers of the receptions were loath to do that.
Mr Acting Speaker, I have sought the approval of the Speaker and the Leader of the
House at the appropriate time to incorporate several graphs into H ansard.

Leave was granted, and the graph was asfollows:
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Mr B. J. EVANS- The graph depicts the Australian balance of payments for the
Current Account from 1959-60 to 1985-86 and demonstrates the serious situation faced
by Australia at present. Between 1960 and 1972 the Australian balance of payments
remained static and was approximately $100 million in the red.
There was a slight upsurge in about 1973 and, since then, the line on the graph has taken
a dramatic and ominous turn towards 1986, showing a deficit of $14 000 million. I
emphasise that the graph is illustrating a profit and loss account, and I dare say the closest
analogy would be the profit and loss account of ordinary business operations or household
operations. The graph indicates whether the wealth of the country is increasing or whether
the country is going downhill. Although it is not related to the national debt or anything
of that kind, it shows the ability of the nation to be able to pay its debts.
People in this country are being grossly deceived by comments made frequently by
members of the Government party to the effect that Victoria is leading the economic
recovery of the country. There is not the slightest shred of evidence of economic recovery
taking place in this country.
Looking at the graph, one understands that there would need to be a dramatic turnaround
in the economic conditions of this State before one could talk about an economic recovery.
It seems that in the jargon with which economists and many other people surround
themselves one starts talking about an improvement in the economy if it is not going
downhill quite as fast as it was before. It is like a fellow falling out of an aeroplane: if his
parachute half opens, he reckons his position has improved because he is falling at only
half the rate that he would be if his parachute had not opened at all, but he will still be
killed when he hits the ground. That is the sort of deceit surrounding the figures that have
been released and statements that have been made by members of the Government party.
The second graph that I wish to incorporate shows average farm incomes on family
dairy farms for 1983-84 to 1985-86. I regret that I was unable to obtain figures for a length
of time comparable to the other graphs, but they are apparently not available in that form.
Leave was granted, and the graph was as follows:
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Mr B. J. EVANS-The graph indicates that the average dairy farmer's income between
1983-84 and 1985-86 has declined from approximately $20 000 to little more than $4000.
At the same time the price of butter has increased considerably, which highlights the
problems being faced.
The point I am trying to illustrate is that it is the producers of this country, the people
who are producing the wealth, who are being squeezed out of existence by the policies that
are being pursued by Labor Governments at present.
The final graph I shall incorporate is a comparison offarmers' relative income positions
from 1954-55 to 1985-86. It compares the average weekly farm income with average
weekly earnings for the same period,
Leave was granted, and the graph was as follows:
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Mr B. J. EVANS-The graph indicates that from 1954-55 to the late 1960s or early
1970s the average weekly farm income was approximately twice the average weekly
earnings, but from that period there were widely fluctuating incomes in the farming sector
and, while the average weekly earnings have increased at a steady rate, the average
incomes of farmers have been predominantly below the average weekly earnings. It is an
ominous state of affairs, bearing in mind that farmers face tremendous risks. They must
contend with the vagaries of the Australian climate and need to be able to build up a
reasonable level of reserves to be able to withstand drought, to which this country is
particularly susceptible, and to contend with short-term adverse market conditions.
It seems strange that while farmers are battling to maintain their viability the Premier
of the State, in the light of the fact that their incomes are decreasing, has accused dairy
farmers in particular of thuggery because they are taking steps to direct attention to their
difficult financial plight. It is ironic in this world where there is still starvation that farmers
cannot make a decent living from their farms.

One hears much talk from the Government about caring for less fortunate people and
so forth, but I wonder where its level of concern ceases. Is there concern only for the
people the Government can see in its immediate neighbourhood? There are poor and
unfortunate people who need assistance, but surely the Government also has responsibility
on the world scene to produce food for people who cannot produce it for themselves. The
greatest tragedy of our times is the fact that, with all the advances in technology and
science, nations do not seem able to come to sensible arrangements so that the surpluses
of food that are produced in some parts of the world can be used to help starving people
in other parts of the world, instead of being used to reduce the prices paid to competitors
in different countries.
The Australian farmer has had to battle with considerable increases in production in
other countries, particularly the European Economic Community, where farmers are
subsidised to levels undreamed of by Australian producers. There is little support from
Governments in this country for people engaged in rural industries. The Prime Minister
and the Treasurer blame the balance of payments problems on the EEC and, to a lesser
extent, the United States of America for subsidising prices of farm commodities that this
country also produces, with the result that Australian prices are not competitive. It is like
the captain of the Titanic saying that his passengers drowned not because he hit an iceberg
but because they could not swim. It is not the fault of farmers in this country that Britain
and the European Economic Community are subsidising agricultural production to that
extent.
Any rational Government in this country would be prepared to implement policies to
meet the competition that, whether fair or unfair, exists. We cannot do much about it, but
at least we can regulate and adjust our internal economic conditions so that primary
producers in this country have a reasonable chance of competing on world markets.
That is where I think the present Federal Government is falling down on the job. It is
acting in the belief that Australia can continue to follow policies that were generated some
years ago to enable the work force in this country to share in the prosperity generated
mainly by primary production. There is no shadow of doubt about that. Perhaps more
lately, over the past twenty years, some of that prosperity has been generated also by the
mining industries. Definitely, it has emanated from the export industries.
It is closing one's mind to reality for the Government to continue this process of passing
on benefits to the community through increases in wages so that the community can meet
the additional costs ofliving. Obviously, this policy will wreck Australia's economy and it
will accelerate the downward path of the balance of payments. Future generations of
Australians will be left with a legacy for which they will curse this generation in not
understanding the issues with whic~ this society is confronted.

On the motion ofMr CULPIN (Broadmeadows), the debate was adjourned.
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It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until next day.

PLANNING APPEALS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for the Arts)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

The major reform effected by the Bill is to integrate the functions of the Planning Appeals
Board into the Administrative Appeals Tribunal-AAT -by creating a Planning Division
of the Administrative Appeals Tribunal. The other important reform made by the Bill is
to limit the circumstances in which the Supreme Court can deal with planning disputes so
as to ensure that the Planning Division of the AA T becomes the "one-stop shop" for
planning appeals in this State.
Since coming to office this Government has undertaken a wide-ranging program to
improve the efficiency and accessibility of the court and tribunal systems in the State. An
important reform was the establishment in 1984 of an Administrative Appeals Tribunal.
In establishing the AAT, the Government sought to provide citizens with an independent
and high quality forum in which appeals against decisions by ordinary administrative
tribunals and statutory decision makers could be heard in a speedy and relatively informal
setting. Previously an uncoordinated and often inconsistent pattern applied to the nature
and availability of appeal rights from ordinary administrative tribunals and decision
makers. Several separate administrative appeals tribunals jurisdictions then existing were
abolished by the legislation establishing the AAT and were transferred to the AAT.
The appeals jurisdictions transferred to the AAT included State taxation appeals, motor
accident compensation appeals, criminal injuries compensation appeals, estate agents
regulation appeals and freedom of information appeals. Many new appeal jurisdictions
created by legislation in the past two years have also been given to the AAT. These include
guardianship and estate administration appeals, professional boxing control appeals,
building societies regulation appeals and travel agents licensing appeals.
PLANNING APPEALS
The major administrative appeals jurisdiction in the State that has remained, to date,
outside the AAT framework has been that of planning appeals. The Planning Appeals
Board was constituted in its present form in 1981 and took over the functions of the Town
Planning Appeals Tribunal and a number of the administrative tribunals and statutory
decision makers in the planning field. The establishment of a single board reflected a
recognition of the need to simplify and rationalise the variety of arrangements that existed
in the planning field.
The Bill seeks to take that process one step further by integrating the pfanning appeals
jurisdiction into the framework of the AAT. This new jurisdiction, as honourable members
will appreciate, will add a substantial and important workload to the AAT.
The board receives approximately 2000 appeals a year and hears about 90 per cent of
these. The board has fifteen full-time members and a large number of part-time members.
It sits in divisions of one to five members, the size of the division being effected by the
nature of matter.
FUNCTIONS OF PLANNING DIVISION
Under the Bill, a Planning Division of the AAT is established. The planning division
will retain jurisdiction under all the Acts under which it currently exercises powers. A very
important change, however will be the extension of the powers of the planning division to
permit it to make declarations concerning any matter that the person seeking the declaration
may refer to the planning division for determination. That power, however must be
exercised only by a member who is a County Court judge.
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In the preparation of the draft Bill, care has been taken to ensure that the virtues of the
present Planning Appeals Board system-speed, simplicity and low cost of proceduresare retained.
PROCEDURES
The procedures will operate in the following way:
the President of the Administrative Appeals Tribunal will have overall control of the
planning division but will delegate the day-to-day control to a deputy president in charge
of the division. Other members of the division will be either senior or ordinary members,
as is now the case;
the compulsory conference powers at present exercised by the Planning Appeals Board
will continue to be exercised in the same way under the preliminary conference power the
planning division will have under section 38 of the Administrative Appeals Tribunal Act;
the planning division will retain its current informality of procedures by exercising its
powers under section 35 of the Administrative Appeals Tribunal Act;
the planning division will retain the power the Planning Appeals Board now has, in
appropriate cases, to hear appeals under the Town and Country Planning Act by a tribunal
composed of a single member having town and country planning experience; and
the planning division will retain a power to award costs; however, in keeping with
practices of both the Planning Appeals Board and the Administrative Appeals Tribunal,
such costs will be awarded only where particular circumstances justify it in doing so and
such situations have rarely occurred.
In general, the planning powers of the Minister for Planning and Environment, under
the various Acts administered by the Minister, have not been affected by the Bill. The
Minister also retains administrative responsibility for the planning of the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal.
The "call in" provisions in section 41 of the Planning Appeals Board Act 1980, which
permitted the Minister for Planning and Environment to ask the Planning Appeals Board
not to determine a matter involving a major issue of policy or an appeal under the Town
and Country Planning Act have been retained.
APPEALS
The appeal provisions that apply under the Bill are those which now apply to the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal. This means that an appeal from the planning division
will go to the Full Court of the Supreme Court of Victoria.
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN PLANNING DIVISION AND SUPREME COURT
The other feature of the Bill is that it seeks more clearly to define the relationship
between the planning appeals system and the Supreme Court in dealing with planning
matters. As honourable members will be aware, there has been considerable criticism
directed at the legal system in this State over the way in which the widely publicised Wade
case was handled.
In that case, neighbours who objected to the grant of a planning permit found that in
the case of the permit relating to the rear extensions they had to take proceedings in the
Supreme Court to air their concerns. Ultimately, their dispute with the authority that
granted the permit, the Melbourne City Council, and the recipient of the permit, Mr
Wade, consumed 26 days of court time at the initial hearing before a single judge of the
Supreme Court and nine days before the Full Court. The parties incurred hundreds of
thousands of dollars in legal costs.
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While the neighbours' concerns were recognised as well founded on some points, for a
variety of reasons the Supreme Court considered that the permit should not be interfered
with and a huge order for costs was made against the neighbours.
There has been widespread and justified criticism over the failure of our legal system to
provide a simple and inexpensive means for resolution of disputes between neighbours
over planning matters of this kind. In the last session Parliament passed the Town and
Country Planning (Miscellaneous Provisions) Bill. That Act enables the corporation of
the City of Melbourne to waive the order for costs made in its favour and to meet all or
any part of the reasonable costs and disbursements of any of the parties to the case.
In the Wade case the dispute, in essence, related to the procedures followed in the
issuance of a planning permit and the validity of that permit. This is the kind of case
which would have been far more appropriately dealt with by a specialist, expert tribunal.
It is noteworthy that a parallel dispute relating to work on the front of the Wade's home
was able to be dealt with by the Planning Appeals Board and was settled promptly at a
limited cost after a relatively brief hearing. In contrast the Supreme Court dispute relating
to the rear extension took up 35 days of court time with corresponding costs to all
concerned.
In future, cases such as the Wade case will be able to be dealt with by the planning
appeals system. The Planning and Environment Bill simplifies and clarifies the procedures
for a planning permit and the giving of notice. It provides for improved procedures for
enforcement including objections by third parties. It includes a broad power to refer
disputes over a permit to the board. Clause 164 of the Planning and Environment Bill
provides that any person concerned over a failure in the planning process may bring his
or her complaint before the Planning Appeals Board-to become the Planning Division
under this Bill-for review. The particular concerns which arose in the Wade case are also
addressed in clauses 69 and 104 of that Bill. In future this type of dispute will clearly fall
within the jurisdiction of the Planning Appeals Board.
In a further attempt to ensure that in future planning disputes are not fou$ht out in the
Supreme Court, the Bill I am introducing today contains two provisions of SIgnificance:
(1) The Supreme Court is directed not to entertain a case which involves, substantially,
a planning issue without first ensuring that the issue has been referred to and dealt with by
the proposed Planning Division of the Administrative Appeals Tribunal.

There is a general principle of administrative law which provides that an aggrieved
citizen must first exhaust his or her administrative remedies before seeking relief from the
courts. Nonetheless it is desirable, I consider, to emphasise to the court Parliament's
concern that this principle should be strictly adhered to in planning matters. The Bill seeks
to do this.
(2) The Bill also provides that in cases where appeals are brought, as allowed under the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal Act, on questions oflaw before the Supreme Court, the
party in whose favour an order is made at the Administrative Appeals Tribunal level
should not be required to pay any costs of the Supreme Court hearing. It is quite unfair to
place at risk of costs a person who has been successful in obtaining an order from the
tribunal charged with day-to-day responsibility for dealing with the administrative appeal.
In future, parties who challenge decisions in the Supreme Court will be required to bear
their own costs, regardless of outcome.
The reforms to which I have referred will, I consider, ensure that in future there will be
a "one-stop shop" in planning disputes, namely, the proposed Planning Division of the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal. This development will, I believe, be welcomed by the
community.
I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr HEFFERNAN (Ivanhoe), the debate was adjourned.
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It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, March 17.

JUDICIAL SALARIES BILL
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for the Arts)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

PURPOSE
This Bill seeks to alter the way in which the salaries and allowances of the judges of the
Supreme Court and County Court of Victoria are varied. It implements the
recommendations of the report of Mr James Robinson about the remuneration of the
judges completed in June oflast year.
BACKGROUND
Since 1982 increases in the salaries of judges have been tied to the average of increases
in the salaries of certain senior public servants under the Public Service Act and have been
awarded whenever those salaries have been increased. Increases in allowances have been
tied to movements in the consumer price index and have been awarded annually. The
base salaries and allowances were set in 1980.
In November 1985 the Government directed that a one-off review be conducted of the
total remuneration package payable to Victorian Supreme Court and County Court judges.
Mr J ames Robinson, a retired Deputy Commissioner of the Australian Conciliation and
Arbitration Commission, was appointed to conduct the review. The review took place
because it was felt that the remuneration of Victorian judges had fallen behind the
remuneration of judges in other States. The salaries and allowances of the puisne judges
of the Supreme Court, for instance, are the lowest of similar judges in the country. It was
also felt that the relatively low level of salaries and allowances could ultimately lower the
status of judicial office in Victoria. Mr Robinson was also directed to consider the basis
on which future determinations about the remuneration of judges should be made.
The terms of reference of the review directed that the review be conducted in accordance
with the principles and guidelines observed by the Industrial Relations Commission of
Victoria. Similar principles are applied by the Australian Conciliation and Arbitration
Commission and by the Commonwealth Remuneration Tribunal which sets the
remuneration of federal judges. This requirement sought to ensure that the same rules
which govern the way in which the salaries and wages of the rest of the community are set
would be applied in determining the remuneration of the judges.
The report prepared by Mr Robinson is a most comprehensive and carefully reasoned
document. It makes a number of recommendations about the salaries and allowances of
judges and about the way in which they should be varied.
The recommendations are:
(a) The salaries and allowances of Victorian judges should be adjusted in accordance
with increases for economic reasons in the salaries and allowances of Federal judges
granted by the Commonwealth Remuneration Tribunal. Adjustments should be as
automatic as the conventions of the State Government allow. Increases for economic
reasons include increases as a result of consumer price index increases and changing
circumstances which warrant an increase in the remuneration of all wage earners. Increases
because of changes in the value of work done are not regarded as increases for economic
reasons.
(b) Increases in the salaries and allowances of Federal judges which are awarded for
non-economic reasons should not be made available automatically to Victorian judges.
Victorian judges should receive such increases only if the reasons for the Federal increases
apply equally to all members of the judiciary. Increases for these reasons would be awarded
only after consideration by an independent inquiry.
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(c) Within current wage fixing principles, the judges should receive a 7 per cent increase
to restore an equitable base with all other wage earners. This increase was recommended
to ensure that the judges benefit in full from increases received by all wage earners between
the abolition of wage indexation in 1981 and the imposition of the wages pause in 1982.
The standard increase over this period for all workers was set by the Australian Conciliation
and Arbitration Commission and is commonly known as the metal industry standard. Mr
Robinson found that the judges had been denied the full benefit of the metal industry
standard, which had been received, in particular, by senior public servants.
(d) The remuneration of judges should be reviewed at least every five years by an
independent inquiry conducted by a Deputy President or retired Deputy President of the
Australian Conciliation and Arbitration Commission.

The Government has decided to adopt most of the recommendations of the report.
However, in the present climate of wage restraint the Government considers that the 7 per
cent increase in salaries to achieve an equitable base should be deferred.
The Government believes it is appropriate for the remuneration of our judges to be
assessed in the same way and on the same basis as the remuneration of other judges. It is
important, in its view, that Victorian judges are paid salaries and allowances on the basis
of principles which reflect the particular features of employment as a judge. These
entitlements should not be assessed according to standards applicable to other professionals.
In the view of the Government it is also appropriate that the standards which should
apply in determining how the renumeration of Victorian judges varies should be the
standards which are applied to the remu.aeration of Federal judges. Those standards are
determined by a formal tribunal, whic;1 must pay regard to the wage fixing principles
which govern the vast majority of wage and salary movements in the community. In tying
the appropriate standard to the determinations of these tribunals, we can be sure that the
salaries and allowances of Victorian judges will be set according to the same principles
and guidelines as are applied to the rest of the community.
By ensuring that the remuneration of our judges is determined according to the
remuneration of Federal judges in this way, Victoria is also taking the lead in trying to
achieve greater comity and uniformity in the way in which judicial remuneration packages
are set in this country.
The Government also believes that it is not appropriate to pass on automatically
increases awarded to Federal judges for such reasons as the value of the work they perform.
These changes may be specific to the Federal sphere and may not apply to the Victorian
jUdiciary. In accordance with Mr Robinson's recommendations, increases in the
remuneration of Federal judges for non-economic reasons should only be passed on after
there has been an inquiry about whether the reasons for the changes as they affect Federal
judges apply in Victoria.
The Government also believes that it is appropriate in the changing climate associated
with wage fixing that the remuneration of judges be reviewed on a regular basis. A regular
review will also ensure that factors such as work value considerations and other changing
conditions unique to Victoria and not reflected in changes in the remuneration of Federal
judges are reflected in the remuneration of Victorian judges.
MAIN PROVISIONS
The Bill amends the Constitution Act and the County Court Act by providing a new
formula for adjusting the salaries and allowances of Supreme Court and County Court

284

ASSEMBLY

3 March 1987

Judicial Salaries Bill

judges. The new formula requires the Attorney-General to issue a certificate that the
salaries and allowances of judges be increased no later than two months after increases in
the salaries and allowances of Federal judges take effect. The Federal judges to whom the
Bill refers include, at present, the judges of the High Court, the Federal Court and the
Family Court.
Where the increase in Federal remuneration is a result of a national wage decision, the
Bill requires the certificate to state that the salaries and allowances are to be increased by
at least the average of the increases in the salaries and allowances of the number of Federal
judicial officers referred to in the Bill, resulting from the national wage case decision. It is
intended that this average will be a weighted average calculated by dividing the percentage
increase in remuneration received by each person who holds a Federal judicial office by
the total number of people who hold those offices.
By tying the salaries and allowances to the actual increases paid to Federal judges in
these circumstances, Victorian judges will be sure that, at least where changes in
remuneration occur for economic reasons, the remuneration they receive will in fact
remain in step with the remuneration Federal judges receive.
Where there are increases in the remuneration of Federal judges for reasons other than
because of a national wage increase, the Attorney-General must assess the appropriate
increase in the remuneration of Victorian judges in light ofa number of matters set out in
the Bill. These matters include reports about the remuneration of judges, which would
include the report ofMr Robinson, and other decisions of the Australian Conciliation and
Arbitration Commission and reports of the Federal Remuneration Tribunal which result
in increases in the wages and allowances of Federal judges.

It is intended that the Attorney-General will use these reports and decisions to ensure
that Victorian judges benefit from increases in Federal salaries and allowances for economic
reasons, rather than non-economic reasons. This may prove to be important in a twotiered system of wage fixing where increases for economic reasons in the remuneration of
Federal judges may not necessarily appear in nor result from national wage case decisions.
The Bill also provides that increases in the salary and allowances of Victorian judges
shall be effective from the date on which Federal increases are effective. This limits the
chances of changes in the remuneration of Victorian judges falling out of line with changes
in the remuneration of their Federal counterparts.
The Bill also gives the Attorney-General a discretion to issue a certificate increasing
salaries and allowances at any time. This will allow judges to receive increases for reasons
which apply only in Victoria, such as where there are work value changes unique to this
State.
The Bill provides that the remuneration of the judges shall be reviewed at least once
every five years by a person appointed by the Attorney-General in accordance with wage
fixing principles then current. It is intended that the person conducting the inquiry be a
Deputy President or a retired Deputy President of the Commonwealth Conciliation and
Arbitration Commission.
The Constitution Act and the County Court Act are also amended by the Bill to ensure
that the base salary and allowance to be used in calculating future salaries and allowances
reflects present salaries and allowances and that the benefits of the new formula are made
available to reserve judges.
The formula set out in the Bill has been the subject of extensive consultation between
Mr Robinson, the Attorney-General's department, the Department of Labour and the
judges of the Supreme Court and the County Court. It has the support of all concerned. 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, March 17.
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ADJOURNMENT
Chia South Yarra project-Beach-cleaning subsidies-Geelong-Melbourne rail serviceRailway investigation officers-Public transport in northern suburbs-Safety cabsSale of houses by auction
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That the House do now adjourn.

Mr HEFFERNAN (Ivanhoe)-I direct to the attention of the Deputy Premier, in the
absence of the Premier, the announcement made today that the Jack Chia group of
companies has been suspended from the stock exchange. This situation bears a strong
resemblance to the occasion in 1970 when the Mainline construction company catastrophe
occurred. I hope the suspension of the company today is not an indication that we may be
witnessing a downturn in the development industry in this State.
The Government ought not to say to the people of Victoria that they should not be
concerned about the future direction of this development as the Government is heavily
involved in the concept of the Chia development in South Yarra.
It ought not be forgotten that special legislation was passed by the House to allow the
company to bypass all the normal planning processes, which over many years other
developers in this State have had to follow.

The Government forced this major development, with huge ramifications for the future
so far as traffic and development of that area were concerned, upon the City of Prahran,
which it accepted at that time because the Government wished to push on with this
development.
I hope the Premier does not come into the House and suggest there is no cause for
concern. The Government should be concerned about the problems that exist and will
exist with regard to the Jack Chia development.
It has been forecast that this development will be a major disaster for the area. I refer
also to the Melbourne Central project, which is following the same pattern as the Jack
Chia development.

When the permit for the Jack Chia development was granted, the Government bypassed
the 5 per cent contribution to open space for the City of Prahran and forced the Prahran
City Council to accept that the contribution of open space would not be necessary for this
particular site.
In addition to saving the developer a considerable amount of money, the Government
permitted the developer to claim the open space as part of the residential area attached to
the development. The developer has significantly scaled down the residential component
of the site and will ask the Government to forgo the development of the waterways under
the planning permit.
I ask the Premier to assure the House that under no circumstances will there be another
backdown similar to what occurred with the Kumagai Gumi Co. Ltd proposal. I assure
the Premier that the community is sick to death of developers announcing major projects
and not delivering the goods. I hope the Premier has made the necessary regulations
covering the recent announcement concerning the development of the Vickers Ruwolt site
in Richmond so that that too, in the long term, will not create another catastrophe for the
State.
I do not deny that, in the early stages of the Jack Chia development, the Builders
Labourers Federation had a major impact on a dramatic overrun of costs. However, the
residents ofPrahran should not have to pay the price of a second-rate development in that
area. I ask the Premier to assure the residents that that will not occur.
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The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member's time has expired.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-Earlier today I spoke about beach-cleaning subsidies. I
refer the Minister for Local Government to the fact that those subsidies have been provided
to various municipalities, especially those in the bayside suburbs. The municipalities of
Yarrawonga, Cobram and Numurkah along the Murray River have also applied for beachcleaning subsidies.
The Minister has changed the basis for the funding from $2 of Government funding for
$1 of locally provided funding to $1 for $1, and he has increased the maximum subsidy
from $25 000 to $75000.
The obvious anomaly that I raised with the House was that this meant that bayside
suburbs would receive a huge increase in their maximum subsidy with a consequent
reduction for other municipalities, especially those in country Victoria.
In a letter dated 29 October 1986 to all municipalities, the Director-General of Local
Government confirmed that the beach-cleaning subsidy for 1986-87 would be on the basis
of a $2 Government subsidy for each $1 local contribution up to the maximum of$25 000
for each participating municipality, and this letter indicated the areas and shores that were
to be included and the method by which the claim was to be made. Then in the third
paragraph the director-general said:
Should your council wish to participate in the 1986-87 program, it will be necessary for you to complete the
attached application form and return it to this office without delay and no later than 21 November 1986.

The municipalities of Yarrawonga, Cobram and Numurkah made their applications on
the basis of a $2 for $1 subsidy, and they made allowance for that in their estimates for the
financial year. They now suddenly find that the Minister, in a statement on 30 December
1986, has changed the whole basis of the scheme.
I ask the Minister to review his decision and suggest that the original basis for the
subsidy should be retained for the current financial year. I ask the Minister to investigate
the matter and respond.
Mr SHELL (Geelong)-I direct to the attention of the Minister for Transport a matter
concerning the level of staffing for conductors on the Geelong-Melbourne rail service.
Mr Brown-It is a disaster!
Mr SHELL-It is not a disaster. It is a credit to V/Line. With its staff training program,
the conductors on that line have become public relations experts who provide comfort
and security to the travelling public on that line.
An Honourable Member-They can use their cars.
Mr SHELL-In answer to the honourable member-The SPEAKER -Order! The honourable member for Geelong will ignore interjections
and get to the point of concern which he wants the Minister to attend.
Mr SHELL-V/Line has been successful in attracting people back to public transport
and away from their cars because of the favourable conditions that exist.
Conductors provide a valuable service, even emergency first-aid treatment. There was a
conductor on the Geelong train who was especially good. He was known as "Frenchy"
and had performed mouth-to-mouth resuscitation on a commuter who collapsed on the
Melbourne to Geelong train. Through the radio network that now operates, it was possible
to arrange for an ambulance to be waiting at the Geelong station to tend to the commuter.
The conductors also provide a security presence on trains and, in most cases, are able
to control the anti-social behaviour of a minority of commuters. In certain circumstances,
they are able to radio in advance for the police to be at the next railway station to remove
from the train those passengers who are acting in an anti-social manner.
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The presence of conductors on trains also prevents fare evasion and ensures that
commuters pay their fares before getting on the train. Those who are found travelling
without a ticket are hit with hefty fines in the Magistrates Courts of between $100 and
$250 whereas, previously, the fines were approximately $20-which did not serve as an
incentive for people to buy a ticket.
The way in which the conductors handle this matter is a credit to them and their
organisation. In fact, they earn their own salaries either through the collection offares that
were previously evaded or through the fines that are imposed in the Magistrates Courts.
I ask the Minister to ensure that the conductor staffing level remains such that it ensures
that these services are provided and that each passenger train on the Geelong-Melbourne
line-of which there are 24-is manned by conductors.
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Transport. As the House is well aware, on 10 April last year in this House, I raised a
number of serious allegations regarding railway investigation officers. The Opposition
requested a full police inquiry, and a Mr Brian Halpin was ultimately appointed to conduct
an inquiry.
We consider Mr Halpin's appointment to be second best, as we requested that police
conduct the inquiry, but we do not question Mr Halpin's ability or his integrity.
Initially, the Minister for Transport dismissed out of hand our call for an inquiry. In
fact, he defended the railway investigation officers. In a memo dated 14 April last year, he
said, inter alia:
He ...

Meaning me... used the legal protection of Parliamentary privilege to make a speech which has the effect in the community
of suggesting that railway investigation officers are sexual deviants and convicted criminals. As you are aware
that is not the case.

The House is aware that on the day I raised these matters, I tabled some files that showed
prior convictions had taken place. How the Minister could circulate a document that says,
"As you are aware, this is not the case" anyway, is beyond my comprehension!
Considerable correspondence occurred between the Minister, Mr Halpin and me,
culminating in these final exchanges. In a letter dated 1 August addressed to me from the
Minister, he indicated that he was requesting the cooperation of the Opposition in Mr
Halpin's inquiry. On 18 August last year, I wrote to the Minister pointing out that he had
conveniently overlooked my request, which was that the Minister give an undertaking in
writing that when the report was finalised he would make a copy of it available to me as a
representative of the Opposition.
Mr Halpin then corresponded with me, acknowledging that it was the stance of the
Opposition that, upon a written undertaking being received from the Minister, our full
cooperation would be forthcoming.
Finally, I received a letter from the Minister in which he stated, inter alia:
I am prepared to make the report available to you but should there be matters requiring further attention I ask
your co-operation that these actions not be prejudiced by premature disclosure.

I responded to that letter in writing saying, inter alia:
I am pleased nevertheless to see in the copy you have forwarded me that Mr Roper has finally agreed to make
your report available and I note the Minister's request for my cooperation to ensure that if your report recommends
further actions be undertaken, that these actions are not prejudiced by premature disclosure. I give a categoric
undertaking in that regard.

It is on the public record, placed there in writing by a Minister of the Crown, that he will

give the Opposition the report when it is finalised but now he has no intention of giving
the Opposition that report, contrary to his written undertaking.
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There is a convention in this place that when undertakings have been given they are
honoured. I should say "there was a convention" because obviously one must question
whether this Minister's word is worth anything. It would appear that it is worth nothing.
The main point I raise is that it is known by media comment and by press releases that
the Minister for Transport has stated that an inquiry is taking place at present into the
future of the railway investigation officers. It has now come to the attention of the
Opposition that only two weeks ago 22 new recruits were employed by this organisationan organisation that is not only under a cloud but is also under police investigation and
departmental investigation and its future is unknown.
I am aware, from officers within the Ministry who have spoken to me, that the likely
outcome, knowing that the report has been given to the Director of Public Prosecutions
and that further police investigations are taking place, is that the organisation will be
discarded.
Two of the people employed only two weeks ago have already left the employ of the
service, and one of those left because of an outstanding firearm charge. What is the world
coming to when a service that is to be wound up is still employing people and still not
vetting them adequately? It was employing people as recently as two weeks ago. This
incompetence is intolerable!
Mrs GLEESON (Thomastown)-I raise with the Minister for Transport the issue of
the disadvantages faced by people living in outer suburbs, particularly those in the northern
suburbs. These people move out to the suburbs, which in some instances provide few
services, but they do bring with them great hope of making new lives for themselves and
their families in new homes.
Because of this, they invest a large part of their social and economic lives in these new
suburbs in housing, raising their families and education. They therefore contribute
significantly to the welfare of the State.
They face a lack of infrastructure in the provision of social services. They have to take
their children out of the suburbs to preschools. They do not have child-care facilities and
there is a gross lack of community services. Added to this is the shortage of public
transport, which would bring other facilities closer if it were more readily available. The
lack of transport has particular bearing in outer suburbs such as Mill Park and the other
seven housing estates surrounding that area. There are approximately 8000 people living
in that new suburb and 2000 of them would be under nineteen years of age. Therefore,
transport is an important ingredient in the quality of their lives.
The Government has been responsive to their transport needs. In the southern part of
the electorate I represent there is a strong commitment to upgrading particularly the
Epping line and those improvements have already commenced. A new bus route has been
introduced in the Victoria Street Thomastown section and the new Greensborough district
bus service has been established, taking some passengers into Mill Park. However, these
services are not sufficient and provide only broken transport access to the people.
A new $35 million extension is being made to the Bundoora tramline, which would be
made accessible to the Mill Park residents if good bus routes existed in the area with more
frequent runs.
There is a new bus terminus at La Trobe University which caters for the north-south
and east-westerly routes. The Mill Park residents have difficulty in getting access to
improvements in the transport system generally. They need an extension to their bus
services and an increase in the timetable to link up with the new Bundoora tramline and
Regent station in Reservoir to give them access to the city and to other suburbs along the
route.
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There is a need to study the traffic flow so that people living in Mill Park can make use
of services that are just outside their area. Until services are provided within the new
estates the residents need to have access to public transport.
The lack of transport in the area particularly affects women and youth. There are a lot
of women at home with young families who face isolation. Because of the lack of services
and assistance through community services these women are often thrown on to their own
resources. The services need to be connected for the development of their own networks
within the estate. It is insufficient to give women access to care for their families, to
doctors and to the Greensborough shopping centre when at the moment they need to
change buses at least twice. Taking young children and prams with them makes travelling
very difficult.
The young at Mill Park are isolated after 8 p.m. and find it difficult to get access to jobs
through the Commonwealth Employment Service. It takes three bus routes to get to the
Commonwealth Employment Service to find out what jobs are available for them. I ask
that urgent consideration be given to the transport needs of the people of Mill Park and
surrounding estates.
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley)-I ask the Minister for Transport a question
concerning WorkCare and safety in the Road Construction Authority. In July last year the
Road Construction Authority called tenders for safety cabs to be built on five road-rollers.
These road-rollers are the machines we see on highways that cause the bitumen surface to
be impacted. There is a high degree of safety required in the building of the cabs for such
vehicles. A number of tenders were called, including one from Mr Frank Ford, a constituent
of mine, who owns Safety Cab Developments Pty Ltd in Dandenong. His tender was not
successful. My constituent did not come running to me with a sour grapes argument. In
fact, I had to drag it out of him in order to bring this matter before the House. The matter
of safety is a very serious issue, particularly in light of yet another fatal accident today
involving safety at the Loy Yang power station.
To give the House some background on the way safety cabs are built, let me stress that
very technical hydraulic equipment is used. The materials are subjected to rigorous
simulated testing to the extent of the weight of the heavy machine. This ensures that,
should a machine roll over, the safety cab will protect the life of the operator.
Mr Ford's company has the only testing equipment in Victoria of the size that can test
a piece of machinery as big as a 35-tonne road-roller.
When the contracts were let Mr Ford's equipment was not used in the hydraulic testing
of the finished product, even though he did not receive the contract. Therefore it appears
that only all-weather structures have been accepted for tender. Frank Ford accepts the
commission's ruling on the successful tenderer.
The point is that the structures that have been submitted and successfully accepted do
not meet with the requirements of WorkCare. Obviously the Government is hypocritical
in not accepting the full and proper testing procedures, which are offered by Frank Ford's
company. The Government is flouting its legislation. That is outrageous and should not
have occurred.
The proper equipment should be used to test the safety structures especially when the
lives of those whose duty it is to operate the cabs are in danger. The machines could roll
over especially if an engine fails causing the hydraulic brakes to fail or the machine slips
on the edge of a slippery surface.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member's time has expired.
Mrs HIRSH (Wantirna)-The matter I direct to the attention of the Minister for
Consumer Affairs is the possibility of providing some educative material for people
contemplating selling their houses by auction because a number of problems can arise if
they decide to do so but are unaware of the implications attached to holding auctions.
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The reason for auctioning a property is to enable the vendor to obtain a better price.
When such factors as charisma, location of the property and scarcity of properties do not
apply to a property up for auction, people can get themselves into trouble. They still have
to pay the fees for the auction, whether it is held or not. I hope the Minister will investigate
this matter.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member's time has expired and the time for
raising new matters has also expired.

Mr CAIN (Premier)-The honourable member for Ivanhoe raised the question of the
Chia development in South Yarra. As I understand the facts of the development, planning
agreement negotiations commenced some six or seven years ago and were completed in
early 1983.
The development was very exciting and was supported widely-that remains the position
today-at a time when confidence was low. It is well known that confidence was low
because of the remarks made at the time by Robert Law-Smith which led to the demise of
the Hamer Government and which are etched firmly in the minds of members of the
Opposition.
The facts are that there had been a huge drain of capital from Melbourne and Victoria
because of lack of competence, planning expertise and a whole range of other events that
made this State the scourge of developers at that time; they would not come near the place.
At the time the Chia development was approved, confidence was at a low ebb because that
capital had been driven out.
Although I have listened to the honourable member for Ivanhoe, I am not clear about
what he has said. I understand he is saying that a catastrophe has occurred because of
some suggestion of a change in the financial arrangements.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr CAIN-That is what he appears to be saying. The Leader of the Opposition sits
there, talking, talking and talking. So long as he continues talking, honourable members
know that he is not listening. Even he should know, though the honourable member for
Hawthorn does not, that a building boom is going on in this city and State.
If the honourable member for Hawthorn took the time to stand on the steps of Parliament
House-there is no need to get up on the roof-he would observe a sea of cranes that was
not there previously. Some 220 floors of office space, apart from anything else, were built
in Melbourne over the past twelve to eighteen months, and that is in marked contrast to
the position that prevailed for some time before.
I can hear these nonsensical interjections about this project and that project. The facts
are that developments are now taking place at a far faster pace in this city and State than
has been the case for the past ten or fifteen years. Developers make decisions and much
activity is occurring at present. The projects will continue at different paces. Some will
proceed more rapidly than others; some will proceed more smoothly than others.
There is a building boom in Victoria. I repeat: some projects will proceed more quickly
than others; some will change the financial arrangements that exist. The facts are that the
State is going through a boom period, to such an extent that concern has been expressed
about overheating the cost of materials, particularly in the non-housing sector. That is
something the Government, developers and anybody well informed about this area has
been aware of for some time.
The Government will continue to do what it has done over the past four and a half
years. It will provide a climate that fosters confidence; it will provide for a smooth
planning process that ensures that developers or others are able to obtain permits with the
least trouble, having regard to the sensitivities of retaining, in some cases, special planning
controls for some areas and buildings.
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The Honourable Evan Walker formerly and the Honourable Jim Kennan more latterly,
have handled the planning process in an evenhanded manner that has had regard to the
need to develop, to the need to get projects under way without being rednecked about it
and to preserve at the same time the sensitivities and requirements of good planning in
the City of Melbourne, which is different from other cities of Australia. The Ministers
have found the proper middle course which honourable members opposite could not find
when they were in government.
The Chia project, like all other projects, is proceeding but the pace and circumstances
may change. The Government has achieved what its predecessors could not achieve. It
has achieved confidence and it has implemented a planning process through which people
can proceed with a reasonable degree of early facility but without being rednecked. Members
of the Opposition are jealous of what the Government has achieved; I can come to no
other conclusion.
Having regard to the climate that prevailed when the Labor Party came to office, the
Government has achieved a great deal in ensuring that planning processes and
developments in this State proceed. The Government will continue to do that and will
continue to provide that climate.
I understand why members of the Opposition continue to rant and rave-they are
jealous. They know they could not do it and they know the Government has done it. I
know time is running out for them because they cannot find anything wrong with the
Government. That is the reality. That is why honourable members hear carping nonsense
every day about some small matter.
A journalist said to me the other day that one of the principal troubles of the Opposition
is that it cannot find anything wrong with the Government. They are not my words. The
journalist informed me that he also said that to the Leader of the Opposition, and he is
now realising that, even though it has taken four and a half years. It is no wonder that he
does not enjoy the confidence of the majority of his party; they knew it long ago.
The Government will continue to provide the stability, certainty and predictability that
has marked the change between the Labor Party in government and the Liberal Party,
which is hopeless at everything at all times.
Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Local Government)-The honourable member for
Murray Valley referred to the change to allocations for beach cleaning. Under the new
arrangements, some $888 000 was allocated and 78 councils participated. The allocation
had not changed for more than twelve years. In effect, the municipalities that were faced
with rising costs of beach cleaning because of the high usage and the $25 000 ceiling placed
on funding were given relief.
I shall give an indication of that relief: the allocation for St Kilda increased from $25 000
to $75000; Chelsea's allocation increased from $20000 to $45000; and Mordialloc received
an increase from $24 000 to $49 000. That indicates the degree of disadvantage under
which those municipalities were suffering because of the high use of those beaches by nonresidents. The Government responded to the situation.
The honourable member for Murray Valley has had placed before him by his Leader
the proposition that there should be a flat rate tax and that the Government's intervention
in this area should be reduced. The honourable member referred to Mr Peter RossEdwards. I do not know what he is in respect of the leadership of the National Party in
Victoria; however, he has been going around the State explaining to people that under a
coalition Government times will be tough and allocations such as this will suffer.
I direct the attention of the House to the contradictory position of the honourable
member for Murray Valley asking for special consideration for those councils that have a
relatively light claim to the grants that are available for heach cleaning.
The honourable member made no case of the usage and costs associated with the
particular areas to which he referred. I said that at the end of the twelve months there
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would be a review of the allocations and that, if the honourable member can make a case
based on the proposition that those with high usage that have suffered disadvantage will
not continue to be disadvantaged, the allocation may be considered in that light.
I reiterate that the 78 municipalities that have participated in the allocation are more
than pleased with the changed circumstances as some degree of equality and justice has
been introduced into an allocation that previously lacked that element.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-The honourable member for Geelong raised the
issue of train conductors on the Geelong route, in particular. Like other areas of staffing,
the Ministry is considering ways to make the best use of resources in V/Line. We value
the work that is done by conductors throughout the system and, before any changes are
decided, careful consideration will be given to the need to ensure protection and passenger
safety.
The honourable member for Thomastown highlighted the significant improvements in
public transport services that have been occurring in the northern suburbs. The
Government is proud of the actions that have already been taken to improve transport
services in areas that had been neglected for many years. The honourable member for
Thomastown made specific reference to the tramline to Bundoora. Honourable members
may not be aware that the previous Liberal Government established a university without
providing public transport services for the many students and staff who had to travel to
what were then the outer suburbs of Melbourne.
I am delighted to say that, as a result of the efforts of the Government, a modern
transport service to the university is now available and it is progressing farther out along
the northern corridor. We are not simply relying on the fixed light rail services and I am
pleased that we have been able to improve services in a number of areas that are in the
Thomastown electorate.
I point out to honourable members that there have already been significant improvements
in a number of bus services in that area as a result of the Greensborough neighbourhood
review that was put into effect some months ago. It resulted in significantly improved bus
services for a number of communities that had previously not been well serviced. We
have now been able to provide services to areas such as South Morang and Mill Park. I
look forward to the day when these improvements are considered simply the first stage in
a series ofextensions of services for outer suburban residents of Melbourne who, regrettably,
had been ignored and disadvantaged during the 27 years of the previous Government.
The Government would not be having to make specific and additional efforts now if
there had been a constant pattern of providing public transport services through fixed rail,
light rail or bus services for the many years that the previous Government was in office.
Thomastown, like many other outer areas, will be one of the chief beneficiaries of those
changes.
The honourable member for Waverley raised the issue of a contract from the Road
Construction Authority. I shall have the matter investigated and report to him.
Finally, the honourable member for Gippsland West raised the matter of the Halpin
report into railway investigation officers. The honourable member again mentioned tabling
in Parliament the various documents obtained by someone or other from police records.
He gave currency to that by relating the documents to offences committed by people in
the 1960s.
Very few honourable members have produced in the House details of the records of
such old people. Each honourable member who has produced similar records has, in turn,
regretted that action, certainly in matters similar to that raised by the honourable member
for Gippsland West, because significant personal hardship and tragedy has been caused to
people who may have committed an offence a long time ago but have not committed any
subsequent or further offence.
Honourable members who bring into the House documents that have been gained by
illegal methods and then have not helped the police with their subsequent inquiry are not
persons t6 whom other material should necessarily be made available. I will examine the
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matter of the Halpin report being tabled and I will comment further to the House on a
later occasion.
When one is advised by the Minister for Police and Emergency Services on behalf of the
Chief Commissioner of Police that it is not appropriate to have a report tabled in
Parliament-that was certainly my original intention and, as I have said publicly, is still
my intention-because if it were to be tabled and made available to honourable members
it may affect the successful conclusion of a number of recommendations, one would
certainly be inclined to follow the advice of the Chief Commissioner of Police who, after
all, enjoys a great deal of confidence in the community. He advised me that this report
should not be made available and it has not been made available.
At the appropriate time, it will be made available but it will not be made available in a
way that will prejudice the ongoing investigation with which the police are currently
involved. At the appropriate time, it will be made available to the honourable member for
Gippsland West.
I do not know your situation, Mr Speaker. However, when a person causes the results
that he has by the irresponsible tabling of stolen documents in this place, I certainly have
little confidence in his being a trustworthy person. I assure the honourable member for
Gippsland West that, in due course, he and other members of Parliament will receive the
document.
The honourable member for Gippsland West may not want the full investigation by the
police to result in a successful prosecution. I certainly do. That is why I am following the
recommendations made to me by the police and the Crown Solicitor in this matter.
I find it interesting that the honourable member for Gippsland West has taken the
position he has in this matter. I should have thought that he would have wanted to ensure
that the police brought their investigations to a satisfactory conclusion. For that reason, I
regret that the honourable member has taken the view that he has. I have acted on the
advice of the Chief Commissioner of Police and I intend to continue to do so.
Mr SPYKER (Minister for Consumer Affairs)-The honourable member for Wantirna
raised with me a warning that she would like to issue to constituents, particularly those in
the outer suburbs. I must say that in the 1 minute that was available to the honourable
member she was unable to do justice to the message she was trying to convey, and I suggest
that she use other avenues such as the local newspapers to issue her warning to the
community. Several constituents of the honourable member in her outer suburban
electorate, when they have auctioned their properties, have experienced an insufficient
number of buyers because there is not the demand for housing in the outer suburbs that
exists in the inner suburbs; therefore, people find that they do not get satisfactory offers at
auctions of their properties, which are then passed in.
Many people are not aware that costs of between $1200 and $2000, which are the agents'
advertising costs, have to be paid anyway. As a result, many young families who live in
the Wantirna electorate are confronted with having to pay up to $2000 and they have not
got that money. They are forced to sell their homes at very much reduced prices. That is
the message that the honourable member for Wantirna is trying to get across.
Mr Brown-They know that; they sign a form.
Mr SPYKER-It is obvious again, from his interjections, that the honourable member
for Gippsland West has no understanding of the plight of low income families and the
struggles that they have-in contrast with the honourable member for Wantirna, who
fully understands the needs of her constituents, particularly the struggling young families
who are confronted with these prospects. I give an undertaking that my Ministry will
investigate the issue and make advice available to people contemplating auctioning their
homes. I praise the honourable member for Wantirna in raising this issue.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at 11.47 p. m.
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Wednesday, 4 March 1987
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds) took the chair at 2.5 p.m. and read the prayer.
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

CHIA SOUTH YARRA PROJECT
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-Given that the Premier personally
intervened and overrode the City of Prahran and its planning schemes, how can he now
justify washing his hands of the Chia South Yarra project?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I am glad to have received a question from the Leader of the
Opposition at long last. I was beginning to wonder where he was!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAIN-I am on the subject when I say just that; the Leader of the National Party,
who is interjecting, ought to be concerned about the lack ofleadership in his party.
I find it a strange question from the Leader of the Parliamentary Liberal Party-for the
time being-in this place.
Mr Gude-Why is that?
Mr CAIN-Because members of the Opposition say they support the major economic
developments of this State. The honourable member for Hawthorn says it. I can name
honourable members from one end of the Opposition benches to the other who will all
say that they support major economic developments. I even heard them say that they
supported the Chia and Portland projects.
However, after reading the nonsense attributed to the Leader of the Opposition today, I
believe Opposition members really want those projects to fail. I wonder whether that is
what they really want. That is an inescapable conclusion that one reaches.
Only last month at the inauguration of the Portland smelter, members of the Opposition
attended, and yet they have continually done everything possible to undermine confidence
in that project. It is true-absolutely true.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I direct
your attention to the ruling that you gave two years ago, to which you referred again
yesterday, in which you said that a Minister must answer the question with some degree
of relevance.
The Premier is not in any way addressing his remarks to the question that was asked,
which related to why the Premier is now trying to distance himself from the project that
he announced some years ago with so much publicity.
The SPEAKER-Order! The latter part of the point of order is more of a personal
explanation. I uphold the point of order, and I ask the Premier not to debate the subject
but to respond to the question.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I make the point that the latest target in the desire of the Liberal
Party to knock development is the Chia project.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-On a further point of order, Mr Speaker,
the Premier is quite blatantly ignoring your ruling and I ask you to have him address the
question. If the Premier cannot address the question, sit him down, Sir.
The SPEAKER-Order! The Leader of the Opposition referred to my rulings governing
questions without notice. Ifhe studies them, he will find that it is impossible for the Chair
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to rule, based on the opening two or three words, on whether the matter will be relevant
or whether the Premier will debate the subject. I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-Mr Speaker, the point I am making seems not to be understood
by the Opposition. To his great credit, Jack Chia was prepared to have a go in this State at
a time when investment was leaving Victoria in droves because of the former Liberal
Government's policies and incompetence. Robert Law-Smith and his mates deliberately
took capital out of this State and brought down the Hamer Government as a result. That
is the situation this Government faced when it came to office. To his credit, Jack Chia was
prepared to have a go.
Opposition members talk about free enterprise and helping those who will have a go,
and yet the moment somebody runs into a bit of trouble, they want to grind him into the
dirt!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAIN-For the Government's part, we are prepared to assist and encourage this
development and, in fact, any development that now dots the skyline in this State and this
city-which was not the case previously.
The Government has created a climate in which there is a desire again to invest in
projects of this kind. A Government's function and task is to facilitate developmentsprovide the climate-and that is what we have done, but the Opposition is now complaining
about it.
Since the Government was elected there has been a prodigious increase in available
office space in this State and in this city. It has increased each year. Since 1982 the amount
of new office space has increased from 85 000 square metres to 110 000 square metres last
year. Development projects of that kind carry some commercial risk. The Jack Chia group
of companies is to be applauded for being prepared to take that risk.
The Opposition is currently criticising the Government for taking steps to ensure that
this development has a chance of success. Outside there is a whole host of development
projects moving along at different paces, all of which we believe are in this State's best
interests. Those developers left the State before this Government came to office and would
not come near us. It is the height of nonsense for the Leader of the Opposition to be now
talking about an inquiry into a private project conducted, I suppose, by those on the public
payroll. Is that what he wants?
There is, fortunately, in this State a wide range of developers and others in the private
sector who are prepared to take commercial risks, to go out and do things. They will do so
despite the carping and negativism that come from across the way, and they will go on
doing so.
The problems that have been experienced in this project by the Jack Chia group and its
partners will occur in future projects. It is the nature of the business. All the Government
can do and should do is to facilitate a climate that enables them to have the best prospects
of success, and it will continue to do so.
These great development projects around the city do not involve public money; they
involve those who want to take risks, so let them do it. That is what the Leader of the
Opposition says he wants, yet he stands here asking me stupid questions about a
Government that has made this possible.
To make one thing clear, there has been no planning legislation enacted in this place in
respect of this project. There has been legislation to enact the heads of agreement and
legislation relating to the strata title system.
Again, the honourable member for Ivanhoe was wrong last night when he talked about
it. If the Opposition and the National Party want to be on this band wagon, let them get
their facts right and say once and for all whether they want these cranes around the skyline
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to go on being there, or whether they want to undermine the confidence and the
preparedness of a wide range of investors to invest in this State.
The Leader of the Opposition is talking again and when he talks like that we know he is
not thinking. It is obvious from his remarks that he will keep on asking these questions,
he will go on talking, talking and talking. Day after day he sits there mouthing platitudes
and interjecting without thinking what he is saying. If he thought for one moment, he
would realise that his party is supposed to be the party that supports private enterprise,
yet it is doing everything to undermine it.
For the Government's part, it will go on doing what it can to encourage projects of this
kind to be successful. I believe the score is on the board. The record is there over the last
four years of successful projects and there has been a complete turnaround from the
position that existed when we came to office.

ARMY SCHOOL OF HEALTH SITE, HEALESVILLE
Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS (Leader of the National Party)-I direct a question-Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER-Order! I advise honourable members to behave themselves. Clapping
in the House is out of order. I also advise the honourable members for Melbourne,
Richmond and Mitcham to cease interjecting.
Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS-Mr Speaker, I can understand your embarrassment because
of the actions of Government members. I direct my question to the Minister for Water
Resources, who is the representative in this House of the Minister responsible for Aboriginal
affairs.
Does the Government support plans to hand over the Army School of Health site at
Healesville to the Aboriginal community, and is the Government aware that such a move
is opposed by the local council and the community in general?
Mr McCUTCHEON (Minister for Water Resources)-I am unable to provide an
answer to the honourable member but I shall ask my colleague in another place to provide
him with an answer in due course.

INDUSTRY IN COUNTRY VICTORIA
Mr KENNEDY (Bendigo West)-Can the Minister for Industry, Technology and
Resources provide the House with details of the success of recent Government initiatives
to promote the development and growth of industry in country Victoria?
The SPEAKER-Order! The question is too broad in its intent. If the honourable
member is more specific he will be within Standing Orders.
Mr KENNEDY -Can the Minister provide details of recent initiatives taken by the
Government to promote the development and growth of industry in country Victoria?
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-It is interesting
that the Opposition does not like to hear about the success of the Government's industry
and regional assistance policies. Since the Government announced the introduction of the
industry and regional assistance policies as part of its economic strategy, some 103 firms
in Victoria have been provided with assistance totalling approximately $40 million which
has resulted in them improving their competitiveness and in developing new markets
offering growth potential.
Session 1987-11
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I am certain that members of the National Party, in particular, would be interested to
learn that 74 of those firms located outside the metropolitan area have accounted for 82
per cent of funds that have been made available.
The honourable member for Bendigo West would be interested to learn that in the
northern and western regions of Victoria, which encompass Ballarat and Bendigo, some
$80 million in assistance packages has been provided to 45 firms and another 80 firms
have been assisted with business plans.
In the topical area in this State at present-the Central Highlands Province-and in
north-eastern Victorian towns such as Benalla, Broadford, Kilmore and Seymour, some
22 firms have received similar assistance amounting to more than $4 million. That does
not include the $47 million provided through the Victorian Economic Development
Corporation to firms in country areas in 1985-86 alone and the extensive work undertaken
by the Small Business Development Corporation, which is often applauded and supported
by honourable members representing country electorates.
The Government has been delighted with these initiatives and the widespread support
and recognition they have received from firms and local bodies in country Victoria. In
addition, the development committees and regional commissioners have received
Government assistance.
These new forms of assistance are in line with the Government's commitment made in
announcing these policies some years ago and are in sharp contrast to the old subsidy
mentality of the former Liberal Government. If the Liberal Party were to attain office, it
would be fascinating if it introduced that ridiculous subsidy as part of its development
policies.
The Government with these new cost-effective and targeted programs has gone far
beyond the rhetoric of former Governments and is putting into practice proper public
support for enterprises that have growth prospects in the interests not only of the immediate
firms but also of the whole State.

CHIA SOUTH YARRA PROJECT
Mr HAYWARD (Prahran)-Can the Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources
advise the House of the financial commitment of the Victorian Government and its
instrumentalities, including the State Bank, to the Chia South Yarra Project and will the
Government guarantee that there will be no changes to the planning requirements in the
further development and completion of the project?
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-The lengths to
which the Opposition will go to play down development works in this State are
extraordinary. Honourable members heard statements by the honourable member for
I vanhoe yesterday.
Mr HAYW ARD (Prahran)-On a point of order, my question was specific and required
a specific answer. There is no reason to take it further.
The SPEAKER-Order! I have already advised the House on numerous occasions, and
previous Presiding Officers have done exactly the same, that a Minister mayor may not
answer a question. So long as there is some relevance to the matter, a Minister may answer
in any way he or she sees fit. There is no point of order.
Mr FORD HAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-The question
specifically related to the Chia development and the answer specifically relates to the Chia
development. The obvious and pathetic attempt by the Opposition to downplay the reality
of development in this State and to compare the restructuring of the Chia development
with the Mainline collapse of some years ago is absolutely appalling. It is a disgrace to the
honourable member for Ivanhoe and something of which he is not worthy.
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The steps taken by the Government in facilitating the Chia development were outlined
by the Premier and are recorded in H ansard. Parliament enacted legislation on two
occasions to facilitate the development. The Government introduced the proposed
legislation and Parliament supported it, but now the Opposition has a smell up its nostrils,
and I know where its nostrils have been to get that smell!
The major financial involvement of the Government sector in Victoria is through the
State Bank. It is one of a number of lenders that are involved in the project and its
involvement is purely and solely on commercial rates.

ARMY SCHOOL OF HEALTH SITE, HEALESVILLE
Mr HANN (Rodney)-Is the Minister for Education aware of proposals to use the
former Army School of Health at Healesville as a T AFE college for Aborigines? If the
Minister is aware of the proposal will he advise whether he supports it and whether other
people, in addition to Aborigines, will be able to attend the college?
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-Discussions are taking place and, so far as I am
aware, they have not yet been concluded. The Government has assisted the college for
Aboriginal students at Healesville by seconding staff to assist development, in particular,
of training programs for Years 11 and 12 and further discussions will be taking place on
the financial support for these programs.

TRANSPORT ACCIDENT COMPENSATION SCHEME
Mrs GLEESON (Thomastown)-Following the introduction of the new transport
accident compensation reforms, will the Treasurer inform the House of the progress of
their implementation and the steps being taken to advise Victorian motorists of the
changes?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-As all honourable members will be aware, the new transport
accident compensation scheme is in full operation. It is based on a fully-funded scheme.
All honourable members should be aware of the concept of the fulll-funded scheme,
which was supported by all members of this House and all members 0 the other House.
The interim board has been established under the chairmanship ofMr Michael Roux and
it is working well.
Honourable members will be interested also to know that the Transport Accident
Commission made the decision to purchase the Waverley rehabilitation centre. Again,
that purchase was supported by all honourable members. Several individual members of
the Liberal Party made representations to me on the purchase of that very valuable
rehabilitation centre. Rehabilitation will be an imp,ortant ingredient of the new transport
accident scheme.
Further, as of February, the new premiums were introduced with a new set of re lativities
based on claims experience. It should be placed on record that the new relativities were
made available in May 1986 and that the Liberal Party representative, the honourable
member for Brighton, then had no opposition to those relativities. He has had about seven
months to examine the new relativities.
This points to the ineptness of the Opposition. The Opposition did not have one word
to say about the relativities issue until the issue gained a bit of heat from motorcyclists.
That sent the honourable member for Brighton running for cover. He does not now want
to support the new relativities, although that information had been made available to him
in May 1986. During the endless meetings we had there was not one word-not one
whimper-from the honourable member for Brighton on this issue. Now he is trying to
walk away from it.
The facts oflife are these: the honourable member for Brighton supports a fully-funded
scheme. The only way to reduce premiums to motorcyclists is either to ask those driving
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motor vehicles to pay more or to resurrect the Liberal Party policy of a $74 million
payment out of Consolidated Fund, and that means another new Liberal Party tax. Is that
what the Liberal Party proposes?
The relativities and premium levels are based on the concept that the scheme should be
fully funded. This was fully supported by the Liberal Party. The new relativities, as I said,
were made available to the Liberal Party in May 1986 when not one word of opposition
to them was uttered by the Liberal Party.

FLINDERS STREET STATION REDEVELOPMENT
Mr GUDE (Hawthorn)-I refer to the continuing scandal at Flinders Street station and
ask the Minister for Transport: is it a fact that the Government entered into a written
undertaking to provide rent-free tenancy at Banana Alley to Sutherland Cellars Pty Ltd
until a maximum of six tenderers were trading and that it has now reneged on the written
undertaking of 20 August to that effect?
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I am not aware of the particular financial
arrangements with Sutherland Cellars Pty Ltd. I am certainly aware that Sutherland
Cellars Pty Ltd had difficulties from time to time in its current lease because of the work
going on round the premises and with parking and other arrangements with the Melbourne
City Council. I am aware of those matters because Sutherland Cellars Pty Ltd drew my
attention to its problems on that issue.
I shall have the matter addressed. As honourable members will be aware, however, there
has been a significant tightening up in the administration of leases in that area and that
may well be one of the reasons for the circumstances alleged by the honourable member
for Hawthorn.

TOURISM IN GIPPSLAND
Miss CALLISTER (Morwell)-Will the Minister for Industry, Technology and
Resources advise the House of recent initiatives to develop tourism in Gippsland and of
his response to any criticism of those initiatives?
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-The Gippsland
Lakes has been identified as one of the principal tourist zones in Victoria and it is certainly
an area suitable for major tourism development.
I have been delighted with the cooperation and support that the Government and the
Victorian Tourism Commission has received from local bodies and organisations in
assisting to develop tourist programs and development plans for the Gippsland Lakes
region.
It is a matter of some regret that a statement issued yesterday by the honourable member
for Bennettswood indicated that the draft Gippsland Lakes Tourism Development program
involved a Gold Coast type development. The honourable member is out of date. The
document was issued last November and submissions closed last January, but the
honourable member finally got onto it in March and put out this wild and stupid statement
which has no basis in fact.

If the honourable member had read the document before he made his foolish statement,
he would have realised that the whole thrust of the program development-I repeat in
conjunction with the local community-is to direct development away from the
environmentally fragile or significant areas and to concentrate on the existing character of
towns such as Paynesville, Metung, Lakes Entrance, Sale and Bairnsdale.
The Government has been delighted by the widespread support given to its approach,
not just by bodies such as the Land Conservation Council and the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands, but also by the local community itself.
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More than 100 public authorities, departments, councils and other interested bodies
played a role in the development of that draft program.
The honourable member's outrageous statement indicates the desperation which the
Liberal Party has reached in attempting to obtain pUblicity on a matter like this.
For example, the suggestion of the honourable member for Bennettswood that the
Victorian Eastern Development Association should be the appropriate authority to develop
this program is absurd when one realises that the chairman of that association totally
supports the Victorian Tourism Commission program.
The response by officers of my department has been enormous. Local communities
have clearly been outraged by the fact that the program they have put so much time and
effort into helping to develop has been criticised in this foolish and stupid way. Local
councils, the City of Sale, the Victorian Eastern Development Association and members
of the South Eastern Coast Tourism Co. are appalled at the outburst and the damage that
could be done to an initiative of this sort by the honourable member for Bennettswood.
I hope the honourable member will take up the opportunity to visit the area and learn
something about these developments rather than just sit in his office and issue such
outrageous statements.
The Government is proud of the work that is now being undertaken in tourism. The
international campaign has the total support of the industry and obviously there needs to
be a detailed infrastructure in place across the State to cater for international tourists, to
visit not just Melbourne, but also right across Victoria. The plans and programs that are
being developed in Gippsland total approximately $100 million, which is not all
Government money, but also private sector funds that are being used in conjunction with
the Victorian Tourism Commission. The public funds, quite properly, are being put into
infrastructures such as roads, toilets and camps to facilitate and support that progress.
It is yet another example of the total failure of the Opposition to develop policies that
have any substance. The negative rubbish that has been a hallmark of the Opposition is
an indication of why it will stay in opposition for many years to come.

COMENG TRAINS
Mr DICKINSON (South Barwon)-Can the Minister for Transport inform the House
why he did not order the withdrawal of the Comeng trains with dangerous wheel defects
in December 1986 when the defects became known?
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I should have thought that, even before he asked
such a question, the honourable member for South Barwon would have at least checked
the facts on the matter.

They were set out in the statement by the Managing Director of the Metropolitan
Transit Authority and the report that I released the Friday before last. That report was
effectively and quickly compiled by officers of the Metropolitan Transit Authority.
I make it clear, as I did when we announced that a number ofComeng trains were being
taken out of service, that we were concerned that there may have been-and I emphasise
"may have been" -as a result of a board of inquiry into a derailment at Flinders Street
yard, a risk of derailment.
The management made it clear that, in that situation, the preferred course of action was
to examine all trains in the fleet and determine, firstly, the extent of the problem, and,
secondly, the cause of the problem.
Fortunately, last year an underground wheel lathe was installed at the Newport railway
workshops and, due to the incredible work carried out by both management and staff at
Newport, the great majority of those trains have been returned to service.
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In the meantime, the engineers of Metrail have been examining a wide range of ways of
correcting what was a serious problem in a train, which, after all, was ordered by the
former Government. We are concerned to overcome not only the immediate problem but
also the long-term problem with the wheel flanges; just as last year a great deal of effort
was put into overcoming the tread problem that existed with the same trains and the same
wheels.
I shall make available to the honourable member for South Barwon a copy of the report
that was released to the press and to the community so that when he is using the excellent
V/Line service to travel home on his gold pass, he can take the time to read it.

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

Meat trading hours
TOTHE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER, MR. C. T. EDMUNDS, MP, AND MEMBERS OFTHELEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IN
THE PARLIAMENT OF VICTORIA ASSEMBLED:

The petition of the undersigned citizens of Australia respectfully showeth:
The concern of the members of the Meat and Allied Trades Federation of Australia (Victorian Division) and
residents of North Ballarat at the possible extension oftrading hours for retail butcher shops in Victoria beyond
the hours presently prescribed by the Labour and Industry Act 1958, as amended, as such action would increase
costs, aggravate inflation and unemployment in the retail butchering industry; discriminate against labour
intensive small firms employing full-time skilled employees in favour of giant self-service retail chains mainly
employing junior staffat casual rates and would not be in the best interests of the community.
We respectfully submit that any extension of trading hours would seriously impact the 'quality of life' of the
small business owner manager and the 'quality of work life' of employees of small and independent firms.
We respectfully urge all members of Parliament to support an amendment to the Shop Trading Act 1986 to
maintain the status quo.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Hill (739 signatures)

Police stress
To THE HONOURABLE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF VICTORIA IN
PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:

The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of Victoria respectfully sheweth that the levels of stress on
Victorian police officers, their wives and their families have become intolerable.
Your petitioners, therefore, humbly pray that the stress levels be immediately alleviated by:
1. The appointment of more police;
2: The provision of resources necessary for police to do their jobs;

3. The provision ofa scheme which will allow police to retire with dignity and their families to live in dignity.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Mathews (6202 signatures)
It was ordered that the petitions be laid on the table.

PAPERS
The following papers, pursuant to the directions of several Acts ofPariiament, were laid
on the table by the Clerk:
Grain Elevators Board-Report for the year ended 30 September 1986.
Latrobe Valley Water and Sewerage Board-Report and statement of accounts for the year 1985-86.
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Police Regulation Act 1958-Determination Nos 468 and 469 ofthe Police Service Board.
Port of Portland Authority-Statement of accounts for the year 1985-86.

BORROWING AND INVESTMENT POWERS BILL
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I move:
That I have leave to bring in a Bill to make provision for borrowing and investment powers for certain
statutory bodies and for other purposes.

Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-Will the Treasurer outline the substantive provision of
the Bill?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-The purpose of the Bill is to update the borrowing powers of
a number of authorities and to extend the investment powers of some financial authorities.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

RACING (AMENDMENT) BILL
Mr TREZISE (Minister for Sport and Recreation) moved for leave to bring in a Bill to
amend the Racing Act 1958 and for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

NATIONAL PARKS (AMENDMENT) BILL
The Order of the Day for the resumption of the debate on the motion for the second
reading of this Bill was read.
The SPEAKER-Order! Before calling the honourable member for Evelyn, I should
advise the House that the honourable member submitted to me a document for
incorporation in Hansard. I have agreed that the document is suitable and that its contents
are applicable to the subject matter on which the honourable member intends to address
the House. However, the copy shown to me is of such poor quality that it would not be
possible for the Government Printer to reproduce it in the form in which it has been
submitted. I advise the House that, in future, I shall want to see the original document
that is to be incorporated rather than some very poor reproduction.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-I accept your remarks, Sir. Of course, the copy provided to
you is not of the quality that would be desired by the Government Printer. The original
that I have is of significantly better quality than the copy I submitted to you, and I suggest
it will be satisfactory.
Mr Fordham interjected.
Mr PLOWMAN-It will be quite a long time before I ask for the document to be
incorporated, and I will need to use the information in the meantime. The Deputy Premier
should not get his knickers in a knot.
The SPEAKER-Order! The conversation between the Deputy Premier and the
honourable member is out of order.
The debate (adjourned from February 26) on the motion of Mr Cathie (Minister for
Education) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-Mr Speaker, despite the advice that I am getting from the
dogs barking on the Government's backbench, I should like to address you and the House
on the Bill, the purpose of which is to create six new State parks: the Anaghook-Lorne
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State Park, the Barmah State Park, the Black Range State Park, the French Island State
Park, the Arapiles-Tooan State Park and the Mount Lawson State Park; and to change the
boundaries offive other parks, namely, the Warby Range State Park, the Warrandyte State
Park, the Gippsland Lakes Coastal Park, the Mount Richmond National Park and the
Discovery Bay Coastal Park.
These additions are due to the purchase of land by the Government and to land gifted
by individuals. The Opposition wishes to express its appreciation of the donation of land
near Wangaratta, an area of 205 hectares that was donated by the Nason family and that
is to be added to the Warby Range State Park.
The Opposition will support the Bill but expresses considerable concern in three major
areas, the first being the continuation of the proliferation of parks in Victoria under the
Cain Administration without any discernible objective as to how far this increase should
go to serve the needs of Victorians.
The second area of concern is the locking up of valuable renewable resources in parks;
the third is the considerable increase in park area vis-a-vis the substantial reduction in
resources available to the National Parks Service in this State.
The Minister in another place speaks of a bipartisan approach to parks in Victoria, and
I hope that will continue to be the case. No-one will argue that we do not need parks in
this State, either national parks, State parks, regional parks or metropolitan parks, for
recreation and public enjoyment and to conserve and manage areas and features of
significance in this State in perpetuity. However, there comes a time when the questions
must be asked: where do we draw the line as to the continued declaration of parks in this
State, and how do we determine what areas should be preserved as national parks-which,
by definition, are predominantly for conservation purposes-or as State or other parkswhich, by definition, are not necessarily but can be mUltipurpose areas?
I shall quote the definition of the two types of parks from the National Parks Act.
The definition states:
(a) to make provision, in respect of national parks-

(i) for the preservation and protection of the natural environment including wilderness areas in those parks;
(ii) for the protection and preservation of indigenous flora and fauna and offeatures of scenic or archaeological,
ecological, geological, historic or other scientific interest in those parks; and
(iii) for the study of ecology, geology, botany, zoology and other sciences relating to the conservation of the
natural environment in those parks;
(b) in respect of parks described in Schedule Three-

(i) to make provision, insofar as is appropriate to each such park, for the protection and preservation of
indigenous flora and fauna and of features of scenic or archaeological, ecological, historic or other scientific
interest; and
(ii) subject to such provision as is made under sub-paragraph (i), to make provision for the public to observe,
experience or otherwise become acquainted in those parks with the countryside and rural skills activities and
pursuits and for carrying on, in those parks and for those purposes, agricultural, horticultural, or other agrarian
projects and botanical, biological, ecological, geological, zoological, or other scientific studies or projects; and

0'

(c) to make provision in accordance with the foregoing for the use of parks by the public for the purposes of
enjoyment, recreation or education and for the encouragement and control of that use.

The important point is the definition of "other parks", including State parks, which is, "in
so far as is appropriate to each such park". That clearly indicates some variation from the
strictly conservation definition of a national park as opposed to a State park.
The point of the exercise is that the parks being examined in today's Bill are all State
parks. The definition is a clear indication that State parks can be multipurpose parks and
the Opposition supports that concept wholeheartedly.

National Parks (Amendment) Bill

4 March 1987

ASSEMBLY

305

The Opposition will be moving a number of amendments in the Committee stage of the
Bill to ensure that the mUltiple use concept applies in a number of specific instances.
The Liberal Party, when in government, established the Land Conservation Council. Its
task was to report to Government on the most appropriate use of public land. Its objectives,
at that time, were to aim for approximately 5 per cent of State public land to be parks.
This objective has now more than been achieved and in the Governor's Speech he
mentioned the fact that 6·9 per cent of Victoria's land is parks, under the control of the
National Parks Service. The Government, however, has not indicated any desirable target
for the creation of parks in the future.
Mr Cathie interjected.
Mr PLOWMAN-The Minister does not want to look to the future. The Opposition
wants to look to the future and to the creation of parks. If the Minister for Education
objects to sitting here all afternoon, I suggest he gets somebody more interested in national
parks than he is to share in the debate. It is an interesting debate. I could stay here all
afternoon and all evening talking on this subject but I do not want to bore the Minister for
too long, so I shall try to accommodate him.
It is important that we have some quantitative objective as to how much of Victoria
should be locked up in parks. It is high time the Government gave priority to multiple use
in future parks for the benefit of the vast majority of Victorians.

Not only conservation values must be considered-which, of course, are very
important-but also other utilisation value in those parks. I believe the title of the Land
Conservation Council, which gives recommendations on the creation of these parks,
should be changed to the "Land Conservation and Utilisation Council" and its objectives
should be amended accordingly to ensure a more balanced recommendation for the future
use of public land in Victoria. There must be a balance between conservation and the
utilisation of our resources.
The current membership of the Land Conservation Council indicates a substantial
imbalance and the membership should be adjusted to address that imbalance. To achieve
a better balance in the recommendations for use of public land than in the recommendations
from the Land Conservation Council-which have resulted in the Bill before the Housea member should be appointed to the council to represent local government bodies in the
area being investigated by the council. Such representation would bring valuable local
knowledge to the Land Conservation Council when considering the declaration of parks.
Such a representative would put the point of view of local people whose lives and
livelihoods are being deliberated upon, bringing some oft-needed practicality into the
deliberations of the Land Conservation Council. The recommendations then might reflect
more accurately the social and economic effects of the creation of parks.
Later this afternoon, I shall relate my remarks to the social and economic impact of the
current parks, or at least of one particular park, on the people living within the area to
which the Land Conservation Council recommendations pertain.
If the Government is sincere about its social justice strategy, such local representation
in the area being considered by the council should bring about some social justice for the
livelihood of the human beings in the areas concerned.
It is important that the Government give consideration to the proposition because in
the past a substantial criticism of the council, particularly under this Government's
Administration and direction, has been that no socioeconomic study has accompanied its
reports and recommendations on parks to be established. A representation of local
government areas in the district concerned just might help to overcome this criticism, and
result in a more balanced report being presented to the Government.
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That balance between conservation and utilisation is extremely important and must be
achieved if we are to have bipartisan support from Parliament and if we are to generate
community support in the future for park declarations.
I mentioned the locking up of renewable-and I stress "renewable" -resources in parks.
In this context, I refer to renewable timber resources which, if properly managed, can be
available to this generation and to future generations in perpetuity.
In the present economic climate of Australia, with the huge debts both in this State and
nationally, a record imbalance in trade, rising inflation, serious regional unemployment
and a need for additional State revenue and an import figure of $9·8 billion for wood and
paper products-and that is the latest Australian Bureau of Statistics figure from the
Library-we cannot afford the luxury of continuing to lock up renewable resources without
due consideration being given to the economic ramifications of this decision.
The Government is simply cutting off its nose to spite its face by continuing to lock up
valuable renewable resources and by not ensuring that a State park will be multipurpose
and its resources will be made available for the benefit of the State and the nation.
The third area about which the Opposition is concerned is resourcing of the National
Parks Service. Through the Governor's Speech the Government proudly announced an
increase of 36 per cent in the area of parks in this State. This will be achieved during this
term of the Cain Government. In effect, the 1986-87 Budget figures show a reduction of
9·6 per cent in funding for national parks in real terms.
I shall quote the Budget documents to support my argument. Program No. 204, recreation
and conservation resources use for national parks and other parks, was $33·224 million
for 1985-86 and the Estimates for 1986-87 were $33·437 million. That represents an
increase of 0·6 per cent. With the consumer price index indicator of inflation running at
10·2 per cent, that represents a reduction in real terms of9·6 per cent in resources available
to national parks and the parks service.
It is scandalous to create more State parks while reducing the resources available to
them because ultimately the·parks system will suffer from degradation and that will be of
no value to Victorians now or in the future.

The second-reading speech states:
As a result ofthe restructure of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands, which allows redeployment
of resources to priority areas, the Government can ensure that all approved parks will have sufficient resources
for them to be managed to the high standards required for such important conservation and recreation areas.

I agree absolutely; high standards are desirable, yet under the subheading, "Resources",
the second-reading speech also states:
With regard to resources for managing the new parks, it should be clearly understood that the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands is currently managing all of these areas.

That is correct. The Opposition has no argument with that statement. It continues:
In keeping with the general policy of providing a high standard of management of parks, and in particular, to
enhance tourist use, some additional resources will be required. These will be provided through redeployment of
existing resources in the department. For example, an additional five rangers will be required for the new parks
and the extensions, these positions will be created from within the current resource levels of the department.

That statement does not add up. The Minister states that Victoria needs quality resources
in its parks, yet, in reality, the allocation to the Department of Conservation, Forests and
Lands is not sufficient to provide a high standard of park management.
Although the Budget allocation was increased by 3 per cent, this figure represents a
decrease of 7·2 per cent in real terms. The Government also reduced the allocation for
land care. When inflation is added to the 7·2 per cent reduction the result is an overall
reduction in funding of 17·8 per cent.
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From where will the resources come-from within the department? What part of the
department will suffer and at whose expense are the funds to be found? Will it be at the
expense of noxious weeds and vermin control? Will the State suffer a huge blow-out of
noxious weeds, wild dogs, rabbits, salinity, erosion of forestry roads or a decrease in pine
planting?
The Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands is already starved of resources.
The Government cannot have its cake and eat it, too! The parks should be properly
resourced.
Dr Vaughan interjected.
Mr PLOWMAN-The Clayton's honourable member who is interjecting should know
better. When an area is declared a national or State park, the public perception of the land
is heightened and therefore services should be provided to accommodate the general
public. Additional resources will be required and not just extra rangers, as the Minister
mentioned in his second-reading speech.
People will need toilet facilities, car parking facilities, camping areas, walking tracks and
rubbish collection services. These things are necessary if a national or State park is to be
run properly. I should like to hear the comments of the honourable member for Clayton
on where the resources will be found.
Dr Vaughan-You are prompting me.
Mr PLOWMAN-I should like to hear the comments of the honourable member for
Clayton. The Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands cannot pay its bills and
cannot properly service its areas of responsibility. The department has all sorts of financial
difficulties, yet the Minister sets out on a spending spree to create more parks. The
Government is strong on conservation rhetoric but it is no good at putting money where
its mouth is!
I shall now deal with the individual parks dealt with in the Bill. The Bill was held over
during the summer recess which provided honourable members with the opportunity of
visiting all the parks mentioned in the proposed legislation, and with sufficient time to
research each measure. That should be standard practice if honourable members are to
contribute to any debate. Honourable members who are interested in the debate on State
parks should visit the areas mentioned so that they can make up their own minds about
the desirability or otherwise of the creation of parks in specific areas, and during the recess
I was pleased to be able to do so.
During the Committee stage, the Opposition will put forward a number of amendments.
With regard to the Black Range and Arapiles-Tooan parks, the Opposition wants a
guarantee of continuing multiple use and discretion within the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands to enable regional managers to permit continued timber harvesting for
uses such as mill timber, sleepers, firewood and poles which have been ongoing uses for
many years in those two areas.
Representations have been made to the Opposition by a number of adjourning landholders, sawmillers, sleeper cutters and members of the Victorian Farmers Federation
who are concerned that the activities that have taken place in those parks will be phased
out entirely.
The Barmah Park is another area about which the Opposition is concerned and it will
introduce proposed amendments to ensure continued timber harvesting, grazing,
beekeeping and hunting of feral animals in the park.
My colleague, the honourable member for Mornington, will refer to the French Island
Park, especially the harvesting of zostera, which is the great importance to the people of
that island. I have no doubt that the Minister for Education is well briefed on the harvesting
of zostera and will be able to demonstrate his knowledge of that during the Committee
stage.
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The Opposition has also received representations from sawmillers, sleeper cutters and
farmers in the area adjoining the Barmah and Arapiles-Tooan parks about the importance
of red gum, yellow gum, grey box and yellow box for firewood, poles, sleepers and sawn
timber, to the economy of that district.
There is no doubt that the Arapiles-Tooan area has a high park value. It is a premier
area in Australia for rock climbing. When I visited the park, I was terrified by some of the
climbs and was happier to go up the back track by motor car than to try to go up the rock
face. The park has some magnificent climbs; in fact it has more individual climbs than
any other rock face area in Australia and it rates highly by world standards. However,
apart from that, especially in the Tooan area, there are stands of timber that are of
considerable value to the local district. During the Committee stage, I shall speak in more
detail on the Opposition's proposed amendments to seek a multiple use classification for
the Barmah and Arapiles-Tooan and Black Range parks for the extraction of wood and
wood products.
Those areas are not terribly important to the overall economy of the State, but they are
extremely important to the local economy. The Opposition wishes to ensure that the local
economies are not disadvantaged by the passage of this Bill.
The Barmah State Park also has obvious park values. It has a fascinating history and
geology. It evolved approximately 20000 years ago when the River Murray, which used
to flow directly across the plains to Echuca, was intercepted by a geological fault called the
Cadell tilt. A piece of land rose up in the direct path of the River Murray stopping the
river from flowing along its normal course. It formed a lake and a basin which now
predominantly forms the area of the Barmah State Forest.
It took some years before the River Murray was able to find its way out of the lake.
Instead of continuing south in the manner it presently does, the river traversed north to
Deniliquin and followed the course of the present Edward River to rejoin the river
downstream.

According to geological surveys and aerial photographs, as recently as 8000 years ago
the River Murray cut a narrow track to the south of the Cadell tilt and rejoined its original
track towards Echuca.
The narrow stream that runs south of the Cadell tilt is extremely narrow compared to
the original River Murray. The banks are closer together and the water runs close to the
top of the banks. As a consequence, the adjoining area is regularly inundated. In the area
known as the "Barmah choke," the river is choked by the narrowing bed and low banks.
Due to the regular inundation of the plains in that area, red gum forests grew.
The river red gums grew extremely well over the years and there is still a magnificent
forest in that area. Any honourable member who visited there would be delighted with the
magnificence of the forest either when flooded or in the dry weather. I was fortunate to
visit there during a flood and I went on a boat trip through the forest. During summer,
one can travel by foot, horse, bicycle or vehicle through the (orest and enjoy the magnificent
surroundings of red gum and natural vegetation.
The Barmah State Park has an exceptional water bird habitat and has the multiple
opportunities for recreation that a park should provide. The Bill seeks to phase out grazing
and timber harvesting in the park over a number of years. Grazing has taken place in that
area since the 1840s. Initially, the area was grazed by sheep, but, in recent years, the
grazing has been controlled and the forest is now grazed only by cattle as well as a
considerable number of feral animals, pigs, brumbies, goats and so on.
In his second-reading speech, the Minister accepted that grazing is an important
management tool for the prevention of the proliferation of undergrowth throughout the
park. Grazing has played an important part in reducing the fire risk, which is a considerable
risk to the forest and the adjoining private properties.
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Fire is of particular danger to the park and to the red gum timber in forests in that area.
Red gum is a species that is especially sensitive to fire.
I visited Barmah State Park about four weeks ago and I inspected an area that had been
supposedly cool-burned. However, the fire had become a great deal too hot and had killed
a large number of substantial sized red gums-approximately 20 feet to 25 feet high.
Grazing can do the job that otherwise is done by fire. Grazing reduces the amount of
debris and dry material that inevitably builds up in a forest. If grazing is not allowed to
continue, the fire risk to the park and to neighbouring land and timber will increase. The
beauty of the Barmah State Park could face desecration or extinction from fire.
Grazing has taken place in this area since the 1840s. Anyone who has visited the park
will realize that grazing has not destroyed the ecology of the area. In fact, it could be
argued that the ecology has been settled for many years because controlled grazing has
taken place.
If controlled grazing is no longer allowed in the park, the ecology could change
substantially and nobody is able to say what will happen if that change occurs. Over the
past ten years, the Barmah Forest grazing advisory committee has carefully monitored the
level of grazing to ensure no damage is done to park values or to the ecology of the area.
Beekeeping has operated in the park for many years. Red gum, yellow gum, yellow box
and grey box have ensured that some of the best honey in Victoria has been produced
from this park.
Many people have enjoyed hunting in this area over the years. I advocate the continuance
of hunting because it provides a considerable service to the park by causing a reduction in
the number of feral animals, namely, feral pigs, goats, brumbies, foxes, wild dogs and
rabbits. If the department will allow controlled hunting to continue it will save considerable
money by not having to carry out its own controls. At the same time, a recreation will be
provided for people who have enjoyed that sport in the past.
If hunting is not allowed to continue and this section of the park becomes a sanctuary
for those feral animals, a considerable threat will be posed to the remaining areas of the
forest and to private land-holders with property adjoining that area.

Fire suppression is also valuable to the forest and to neighbourin~ land. As I stated
earlier, grazing will substantially reduce the danger of fire because It will remove dry
material and excess herbage.
If the Government wishes to phase out grazing from the park, which is an area that
receives substantial inundation, I ask the Minister in his reply to the debate to explain
how such area of park is to be fenced if cattle are to be kept out of the park but allowed to
roam freely within the rest of the forest area.
Mr Cathie-It will have a buffer area.
Mr PLOWMAN-Can the Minister explain how that buffer area is to be policed? Who
will keep out the cattle? The cattle certainly do not take notice of signs that say, "Buffer
area, do not go beyond this point." Cattle will go where the moira grass is best. Cattle in
the area have traditionally traversed the whole area. To keep cattle out, fencing is needed.
However, it is difficult to fence an area that suffers substantial inundation. Even the
expertise of Mr Bob Peisse, a fencing consultant extraordinaire, who, I understand, has
been consulting with the Minister on this problem, will be tested to the limit. If he can
come up with a proposition about how to keep cattle out of this area, I shall be interested
to hear about it.
Timber harvesting has taken place throughout the Barmah Forest for more than 150
years. No honourable member visiting that forest could tell me that any discernible
damage has taken place because of that harvesting. In fact, the department has carried out
proper silviculture and regeneration practices over the years. Mr Barry Dexter, who is no
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longer connected with that region, was for many years responsible for the silviculture and
regeneration practices in the Barmah Forest and did a magnificent job in maintaining a
vital stand of timber and, with properly controlled harvesting, maintaining the forest in
the excellent condition it is in today.
If that sort of silviculture that involves the replacement of timber with new vigorous
timber is not allowed to continue, a degeneration of the timber stand within the park
boundaries of the Barmah Forest will occur and will ultimately be to the detriment of the
forest within the park and hence to Parliament itself.
Timber harvesting is of considerable value to sleeper cutters and sawmillers in the
Barmah area. It could be argued that it is insignificant on a Statewide basis. However, on
a regional basis, it is of considerable significance for the economy and future employment
in the area. If timber harvesting is phased out, as is proposed over a five-year period, it
will have a considerable effect on the local economy and on the forest.
I seek leave to incorporate an analysis of submissions to a Land Conservation Council
study.
The SPEAKER-Order! I understand that leave is granted. However, I advise the
honourable member that I am not satisfied that the document is suitable for incorporation
in Hansard.
Mr PLOWMAN-Perhaps I can simply explain the main features of the statistics, and
that might overcome the problem. An analysis was carried out that relates to the importance
to the local economy and local employment of timber harvesting in the Barmah Forest, to
grazing and to the multi-use concept of the forest rather than to a park that does not allow
that multiple use. A summary of submissions to the Land Conservation Council was
carried out by the Barmah Forest Preservation League which considered specifically those
who were supportive of multi-use, those who were supportive of the proposition that the
then Forests Commission should manage the forests, those who were supportive of timber
production, grazing, sand and gravel removal, flooo mitigation, requests for alienation of
land, proper management and pollution control and Aboriginal claims, and those who
requested specific reservations in a park.
It is interesting to note in the submission made to the Land Conservation Council that
specific requests for park reservations numbered 47. That number includes two
Government departments, ten conservation groups and three individuals each of whom
referred to several desired reservations.
The number who supported multiple use was 179 and these included three petitions
containing a total of 528 names. However, apart from those three petitions there were 176
submissions that supported multiple use. The support for the area to be managed by the
former Forests Commission officers or foresters within the department numbered 81 and
those who supported ongoing timber production numbered 53. Persons favouring grazing
and fire control numbered 51; removal of sand and gravel five; flood mitigation eleven;
requests for alienation of land five; proper management and pollution control seven; and,
Aboriginal claims six.
The figures indicate that not only in the local area but also in the submissions to the
Land Conservation Council, which sought submissions around Victoria, many strongly
favoured the multiple use of Barmah Forest as an ongoing proposition. The submissions
did not necessarily oppose a park being established, but strongly supported multiple use.
Mr Cathie interjected.
Mr PLOWMAN-The Minister says this will continue in three-quarters of the park. I
think he meant to say it will continue in three-quarters of the forest. Multiple use is
eliminated altogether within the proposed park.
The point the Opposition is making and will make time and again is that it is time we
re-examined the use of parks. The Minister in another place speaks about parks for the
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people. The Opposition accepts that parks are for the people, but they must be for the
benefit of all Victorians and not just campers and bushwalkers, although they have their
place, and I enjoy camping and bushwalking as well. Multiple resources are available on
Crown land and they should be used to the best possible benefit for the widest number of
people in the State.
I mentioned the very great variety of bird life including water birds within the Barmah
Forest and the park area. The Barmah Forest is an important area for water fowl in
Victoria. When visiting the area it was pointed out to me by members of the group
examining Barmah Forest as a whole that the areas particularly sought out by water birds
are abundant in the food and shelter they require after inundation. However, after the
water recedes the areas dry up and the food and habitat of the water birds is considerably
reduced.
A proposition was put to me-and I understand it has been put to the Governmentwhich I wish to support in this debate, that it would take only a very small trickle of water
to keep those areas wet and preserve the habitat of the water birds throughout the area
after the floods have passed so that the areas do not dry up. Such a water flow would also
enhance fish breeding in reed beds in the park. It is important that we examine in a
bipartisan way the possibility of making this park the best possible park so far as water
bird habitat is concerned.
Mr Cathie interjected.
Mr PLOWMAN-Cattle do not go into the inundated areas.
The River Murray Commission argued that the water needed to flow through the
Barmah Forest should be treated as part of the Victorian allocation. However, on the
Victorian side the argument is that, if the water were diverted through these wet areas,
although there would be some losses through evaporation and soakage into the soil, the
majority of the water concerned flows in at one end of the wet areas out of the River
Murray and eventually ends up back in the River Murray.
Therefore, the argument of the River Murray Commission that the diverted water
should be part of the Victorian allocation founders on the fact that the majority of the
water will go back into the River Murray and will neither be lost to the system nor used
by Victoria, but recycled and sent back into the River Murray.
The Government should be seeking to have the diversion of a small amount of water
through the weirs available on the River Murray system to ensure that the wet areas
remain wet so that the habitat of water birds and conditions for fish breeding are maintained
throughout the year.
In conclusion, I found the visits to the various proposed parks in Victoria a fascinating
exercise. Again, I stress the need, when proposed legislation of this kind comes before
Parliament, for honourable members to be provided with sufficient time in which to do
their homework and visit the areas under consideration. In that way they have a much
better appreciation of what they are speaking about after having spoken with local people.
I should like to give credit to the many groups that assisted me in the inspection of these
areas, including the regional officers of the Department of Conservation, Forests and
Lands and the Victorian Farmers Federation in the Horsham area. With respect to my
visit to the Barmah Forest I should like to thank the Barmah Forest Preservation League,
the Shire ofNathalia, the Country Fire Authority, the local Victorian Farmers Federation
branch as well as locallandholders.
Everyone with whom I spoke said that they wanted the area preserved, but that they
wanted it preserved for multiple use. The Opposition completely supports that contention.
The Opposition considers that parks of this kind should be deemed multiple use parks
and controlled by the department. The parks should be properly resourced and made
available for the benefit of the greatest number of Victorians possible.
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Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)-The National Party is opposed to the Bill and,
during the Committee stage will move amendments which, if agreed to by the Committee,
will make the Bill acceptable to the National Party in its amended form.
I listened intently to the remarks of the honourable member for Evelyn in his, might I
say, exhausting analysis of the proposed legislation during the past one and a half hours. I
was a little surprised by what seems to me to be a slight change in attitude by the
honourable member himself and this perhaps reflects a change in attitude of the Liberal
Party overall to this question of national parks and parks in general.
The National Party finds it rather objectionable that members should stand up in this
place and argue that 1 square foot of land in this country is any more important than any
other square foot of land in this country. Every area of land in this country is of equal
importance and equally demands the care and attention of the people who are entrusted
with its management.
I have time and again argued that issue in this House. It matters not whether public
land is called a national park, a State park or a regional park provided that it is managed
properly. The title by which it is known matters not one iota.
The Land Conservation Council, on whose recommendations these amendments have
been made, was established in 1970 by the previous Liberal Government. I raised the
point then and I have raised it consistently during the past sixteen years, that the Land
Conservation Council is not properly balanced in its approach. It has the rather strange
notion that some areas of land are more important than others and that some are more
fragile than others. The council has all sorts of weird and wonderful theories that it
advances but it was established at a time when the management of public land-it is
concerned only with the management of public land-was divided among a number of
different departments.
The former Forests Commission managed land that was dedicated as State forest land
and some other areas. The former Lands Department under a completely different Minister
managed much of the remaining public land and some public land was managed by the
then Chief Secretary's Department, which was handled by the Fisheries and Wildlife
Division.
There was an obvious need to investigate whether the appropriate department was
managing the various areas of land around the State. With the advent of the Labor
Government, these various departments, who had their respective fingers in the pie on
land management, were amalgamated into one department-a process which I supported.
I believe it was a sensible and logical approach and in that process there was no further
need for the Land Conservation Council, because all public land was managed by one
department and the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands has complete control.
There is not a tree that is cut down; there is not a fence that can be erected; there is not
a sod of soil that can be turned in any area of public land in this State without the approval
of the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands; she has absolute and complete
control.
It is a matter of semantics whether public land is called a national park, a State park or
a regional park, because the Minister has complete freedom in her management of any
area of public land.
We in this House are involved in a time-wasting exercise in dealing with the proposed
legislation. It is money down the drain because the Minister has the power and she has
indicated that she will exercise that power.
The Parliament refused to pass the necessary Bill on land which was proposed to become
a massive alpine national park, but it is evident that the Minister proposes to manage the
area just as though it was a national park, which proves that she does not need legislation
to carry out the Government's intentions; it is a lot of useless window-dressing.

National Parks (Amendment) Bill

4 March 1987

ASSEMBLY

313

Unfortunately it is a tragedy for future generations in this cOl1ntry that the Department
of Conservation, Forests and Lands, which is charged with the responsibility of managing
public land over the length and breadth of this State, is in absolute shambles. There is not
a shadow of doubt about that.
During the past week the professionals in the Department of Conservation, Forests and
Lands went out on strike for a day because they are fed up with the lack of departmental
di~ection, with a complete lack of control over the direction in which the department is
gOIng.
The Government made a mistake in its reorganisation of the departments which were
merged to form the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands, instead of integrating
only the top administrative levels, it endeavoured to integrate the departments right down
to the grass roots level and it has not worked.
There are people within the department whose disciplines were used formerly in the
Soil Conservation Authority and they have found themselves being fisheries protection
officers or research officers and they are completely out of their depth in the areas to which
they have been assigned.
This has been brought about because, in the restructuring proposals on the creation of
regions, the department tried to come to terms with the fact that many of these people had
been long established in particular areas in their homes, their contacts and so forth and
they did not wish to move out of those areas to other areas to take up suitable appointments
and so they have been slotted into many weird and wonderful positions which are outside
their respective disciplines. That is part of the problem but that is not all of the problem.
The thing that is creating the greatest difficulty is that these people are completely
frustrated because they are not able to carry out the tasks with which they are entrusted
because there is a lack of funds available to the department. Departmental people cannot
do their work because they do not have the petrol to put in their vehicles to allow them to
go out and carry out their responsibilities. That was made plain to us in recent times by
officers of the department.
It is not only the officers who are frustrated, but the exempt staff are also in a similar
situation. Recently, I have had exempt staff visit my office expressing their deep concern
at the serious state of neglect by the department in relation to access roads to much of our
public land. This situation applies to parks as well as land which is administered by other
areas of the department.
The officers are concerned that when they are sent to these areas when there is a fire,
and it turns on them, they will be in extreme danger because of their inability to travel
along these tracks in a reasonable time. The scene is set for a major tragedy on our public
land because of the lack of funds made available for work that needs to be carried out.
I agree with the comments made by the honourable member for Evelyn on this point. I
noted that the Minister at that stage interjected and demanded to know where the funds
were to come from to do this extra work. I could list many areas from where the funds
could come; for example, the Land Conservation Council could be abolished and that
money could be put into carrying out work on public land.
Forests will not be saved by people sitting behind desks in the metropolitan area or even
sitting behinds behind desks in regional centres. The only way that forests will be protected
is by having men out in the field. That is just one area where the Government could prune
expenditure.
If the Government must cut its funding it is "London to a brick" that the first thing it
will cut down on is travel time; that is the area that it always cuts down and that will mean
that these regional centres will have officers sitting at their desks because they have no
petrol to put in their vehicles to go out into the field. That is why there is unrest.
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The Government could also save money to spend on work on the ground by cutting out
all the grants to conservation organisations. A few hundred thousand dollars could do
much to save our forests by putting men out into the field to do the work instead of giving
it to these people who are mostly metropolitan residents and who have never been in the
bush and who will never turn up when it is necessary to volunteer to suppress fires and the
like.
None of them come to the area when there is a bushfire. They are full of fight and
prepared to lie in front of bulldozers and so on to attract publicity, but they are never there
when the chips are down and somebody is needed to put everything on the line to defend
public land from the ravages of bushfires.
I have mentioned just a few of the ways in which I am sure the Government could find
money for the sorts of works to which I refer. It was only before Christmas that the
Premier visited east Gippsland, during the course of which visit a sort of rainforest launch
was conducted. I am not quite sure what was intended by it, but I can vouch for the fact
that the Premier did get into the wilds of an east Gippsland forest, where the function that
was attended by the Commonwealth Minister for Arts, Heritage and Environment, the
Honourable Barry Cohen, took place.
The launching ceremony was held in an extremely remote area-we were actually 50
yards away from the Princes Highway; we were almost out of range of the sounds of traffic;
one almost could not hear the trucks travelling up and down the highway! That is how far
away from civilisation the Premier was on that occasion. There was a cathedral-like
atmosphere.
It is a magnificent area, which has a beautiful picnic spot and lush rainforest all around.
A little ceremony was held launching the project to protect the rainforests of east Gippsland.
How does the Government intend to protect them? It will build an education centre in
Orbost! I do not know how in blazes that will stop fires burning out those areas of
rainforest on Bemm River, where the ceremony took place. We were told the Government
would build a picnic area to give people travelling long distances the opportunity of pulling
off the road and enjoying the serenity of the area.

A few years ago I referred to a place known as Governor's Bend in the Alfred National
Park, where a similar exercise was carried out. A beautiful little picnic area, toilet facilities
and so on were erected and one could find oneself in beautiful little fern glades. It is all
gone now, because the area was burnt out in the 1983 bushfires.
All the buildings erected in Orbost, Melbourne or anywhere else will not stop that
occurring. The only way in which bushfires can be prevented is by ensuring forests are
managed in such a way as to enable forest fires to be brought under control, so that we do
not see bushfires ravaging our forest lands for mile after mile.
In 1983 the emphasis on bushfires in this State was centred around the Dandenong
Ranges, and rightly so-that was where the great tragedy and loss oflife occurred. However,
a much larger area of forest was burnt out in Gippsland in 1983 than in the Dandenongs.
If one chooses to refer to H ansard reports of a few years ago, one will note that I had
incorporated in Hansard maps showing the area of Victoria that was burnt out in 1983
compared with how much was burnt out in 1939. Upon examination of those maps, one
realises that 1983 really was not a bad fire year in terms of the area of Victoria that was
burnt out. The tragedy in 1983 was that people and fire were mixed together and people
died. That is what we are leading up to at present.
If the Government intends to create more national parks and encourage people to visit
them, without the Government looking after them properly and ensuring that they are
secure from forest fires, hundreds more people will die in fires in future because on a day
of high fire danger, one simply will not be able to get those people out of the parks.
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Those are the warnings that the Land Conservation Council and the Government have
failed to heed. They will not listen to people in rural areas. Th,! honourable member for
Evelyn spoke in some detail about the submissions made to the Land Conservation
Council relating to the Barmah Forest.
It seems that the council, somehow or other, conducts something of a public opinion
poll about what should happen in each area. Of course, conservationists form themselves
in to about twenty different organisations, each of which puts forward a submission. The
people in the country are too busy trying to earn a living to be able to sit down and spend
their time preparing submissions to the Land Conservation Council.
One never sees representatives of the council coming out into the country to listen to
people's submissions on the spot. Everything is decided in St Kilda Road. They do not
visit the country to inspect these areas for themselves, apart from an occasional visit by
the chairman of the council.
The council relies almost entirely on the advice of scientific officers whom it employs,
who make their recommendations, which, in the final analysis, are dutifully rubber stamped
by the Land Conservation Council.
Mr Cathie-Who set up the Land Conservation Council?
Mr B. J. EVANS- The former Liberal Government set up the council. I blame the
former Liberal Government as much as I blame the Labor Party. In fact, the Liberal Party
is more guilty because, in establishing the Land Conservation Council, it set up a perfect
tool for use by a socialist Government. The problem that the Liberal Party had was that it
thought it would be the Government forever.
In setting up the council, the fornler liberal Government set up an organisation with
which the Labor Party Government has not had to interfere in any way. It has not had to
change the council, because it is ideal for the purposes of a Labor Government-it just
does as the Government behests.
Immediately upon taking office, the Labor Government made its intentions perfectly
clear. It asked the Land Conservation Council-which is supposed to consider various
propositions objectively and make balanced assessments on the best use of public landto examine possibilities for the alpine area in the light of Labor Party policy for the area.
Therefore, instead of making any pretence of arriving at an objective assessment, the
council made a subjective assessment of the area, according to the policies of the Labor
Party, irrespective of whether it was in the best interests of the area. Any pretence of
carrying out objective assessments that the council had prior to that time went completely
by the board. Of course, that is why organisations in country Victoria have been calling
for the abolition of the Land Conservation Council for some considerable time.
The National Party is not opposed to the establishment of parks per se. As I indicated
earlier, I do not believe it matters what they are called but, rather, how they are managed.
If, in the scheme of things, the Government believes it is a good idea to direct attention to
some area as being of particular interest, it is fair enough that that area should be called a
national park. However, if one commences declaring every area a national park, that
significance is lost. Similarly, if one declares too many areas State parks, the whole purpose
of doing so loses its significance.
I suppose it is understandable for that sort of action to be taken by people who live in a
concrete jungle, who spend most of their lives commuting in and out of the metropolitan
area and sitting for a couple of hours a day in great long lines of cars, breathing in the
petrol fumes-I have it on good authority that the lead content of petrol affects the mental
capacity. The mental capacity of metropolitan people on this issue demonstrates serious
shortcomings. People who live and work in the environment care for those areas. The
Government seems to think it is the only group that cares for the areas in which we live;
that those of us who live in the country are quite prepared to foul our own nest.
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As if we do not know what is best for the area in which we live, we have to be told by
people whose intelligence I question. If they are prepared to live in the city and spend
most of their days in long lines of traffic breathing in petrol fumes, so be it. I cannot
understand that logic. If we choose to put up with the obvious shortcomings of living in
the country, such as remoteness from some of the cultural aspects of life, from medical
facilities and the like, it does not mean that we do not know what is good for us in the area
in which we live.
The National Party has always adopted the attitude-and I can clearly recall opposition
to the establishment of additional national parks when I came into Parliament over 25
years ago-that until the Government could look after the areas which were already
designated national parks, we were not prepared to support the extension or declaration
of further areas, and that policy has not changed over the years.
As indicated by the honourable member for Evelyn, successive Governments have
declared more and more parks, and I would like to know what the Government regards as
the ultimate. How far does one go in declaring national parks?
As I indicated earlier, there is no logic in the argument that any square inch in the
country is more important than any other square inch. We cannot afford to let our soil be
washed away and lost forever-it is all important to us. It has to be managed in a way that
will enable it to remain productive and of benefit to ourselves and generations to come.
That cannot be done if it is locked up and the current uses of it stopped. What the
Government is saying is that it will keep any evidence of man's activity out of the parks;
it wants areas where nature will take its course, but that is a stupid argument.
With the coming of the white man that view has completely changed. The Aborigines
who lived throughout these areas used fire constantly. Nobody questions the fact that the
Aborigines deliberately burnt areas so that they could return later and harvest animals
grazing the fresh pick that appeared after the fires. There is no doubt the Aborigines used
fire in these areas, and they did not have the Country Fire Authority or fire ban days. They
periodically had bushfires, and very serious bushfires at that. They did not have anybody
to put out the lightning strikes during the summer.
The whole ecology of our forests depends upon fire. I do not know whether honourable
members have been observant enough to look at the gum trees in their gardens, if they
have them, at the time of the year when those trees lose their bark. In any forest gum trees
lose their bark in December and January, when it adds fuel to the forest floor ready for a
fire. When there is a dry period-usually before the fire season-they lose a large proportion
of leaves, which reduces the amount of evaporation. This adds to the litter on the floor of
the forest.
The legislation largely deals with additions to a number of parks, and most of them are
not of significant area. There are some large parks and they are, by and large, the ones the
National Party will be seeking to delete from the schedule when the House goes into
Committee.
Not much will be gained by reiterating what the honourable member for Evelyn said
about the respective parks. I am delighted to hear that he has had time to go around the
State and visit the parks. I am surprised that he did not pick up the mistake which is
constantly made about the extension of the Gippsland Lakes National Park because it
refers to an area of land adjoining Lake Bunga. Lake Bunga is a small lake to the east of
Lakes Entrance and it is separate from the Gippsland Lakes system. People who do not
know much about the Gippsland Lakes district confuse it with Bunga Arm, which is an
extension of Lake Victoria. They are two entirely separate stretches of water. Whoever
wrote the Minister's speech-and I do not blame the Minister for this-simply did not do
his homework as far as this particular extension is concerned.
The area of water that is referred to is the Bunga Arm and not Lake Bunga which, as I
have said, is a completely separate lake from what is generally known as the Gippsland
Lakes system.
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The Bunga Arm is a very popuJar fishing area across the lake from Paynesville, and the
area which is proposed to be added to the Gippsland Lakes National Park has my full
support. It is a magnificent area on that side of the lakes that will ultimately become part
of the national park. It would be best utilised by people visiting it by boat rather than by
land around Loch Sport.
I shall not go into further detail on individual items, except to make some reference to
the proposed Barmah State Park. I had the opportunity some years ago of visiting that
area with a number of residents whose homes surround the immediate area. The arguments
being put forward-and I did not advance my own views; I waited to hear what they had
to say-were exactly the same as those of the people in the Gippsland forest areas. The
only difference is that east Gippsland is largely hill land and the Barmah Forest area is flat
land, but the rest of the case was very much the same.
The magnificent forests along the River Murray, particularly those at Barmah, are a
great attraction and a very important economic base for people living in that area. The
interests of the forests are not going to be served by moving either the forests or grazing
operations out of it. Both these aspects are very important management tools.
Where will the money come from to carry out the work mentioned by the honourable
member for Evelyn and myself that is urgently needed for these public lands? A significant
proportion of the cost of maintaining this land can be covered by royalties from timber
that is extracted, grazing licences and many other avenues.
I hesitate to introduce one aspect that concerns me, but I refer the House to the
additional millions of dollars of revenue that could be spent on silviculture and associated
forestry works if woodchipping operations were allowed to occur in east Gippsland.
A large amount of money should be made available for the improvement of Victoria's
forests. Revenue from woodchipping and other associated forest activities should not go
into the Government coffers to further fund conservation groups. A sensible and wellbalanced Government would ensure that the revenue raised by the use of public land is
used to improve the state of that public land so that its value and enjoyment will be
available to future generations.
People living in Nathalia and in other communities bordering the Barmah Forest have
a strong vested interest in the continuation of logging activities that have gone on for
many years. The residents of Melbourne would jump up or down if it were suggested that
Port Phillip Bay was an important area for the people of Victoria so ships should no longer
be able to use the bay to transport goods. As Port Phillip Bay is public property and
belongs to everybody, perhaps it should not be used by ships to bring goods into Melbourne.
It is obvious that Port Phillip Bay is the base on which the City of Melbourne grew and
that it is a significant economic benefit to the State. Therefore, why should the people who
live in country areas around the Barmah Forest not derive benefits from the area just
because of the Government's desire not to use those resources? Why should the people of
east Gippsland not be entitled to benefit from the use of resources in east Gippsland? The
east Gippsland gas resources are piped to Melbourne, but nothing is returned in
compensation.

I make a plea to the Government for a balanced view on this issue. The Government
should not get carried away with the idea that there might be a vote or two in the
declaration of national parks. I do not believe there are any votes in that at all. Conservation
groups will vote for the Labor Party whether or not national or State parks are declared.
Conservation groups basically represent the left wing of the Labor Party so they will not
change their voting patterns if more national or State parks are not declared.
Victoria needs to get some commonsense into the Department of Conservation, Forests
and Lands. The Minister should be concerned with the proper management of public land
and not with the political philosophy of the Labor Party. If the Government's policies are

318

ASSEMBLY

4 March 1987

National Parks (Amendment) Bill

pursued over a number of years, Victoria will be a heavy loser because its magnificent
forest resources will suffer from the lack of the care and maintenance they so badly need.
I hope the Government will examine with some care and objectivity the amendments
that I propose to move in the Committee stage so that some commonsense will be
introduced into the management of Victoria's public lands.
Mr COOPER (Mornington)-I am delighted to be able to contribute to the debate on
the National Parks (Amendment) Bill. I was interested in the contribution of the honourable
member for Gippsland East who said that the Bill is meaningless and is a piece of cosmetic
window-dressing.
Mr Cathie interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! The honourable member should
take no notice of the unruly interjection of the Minister for Education.
Mr COOPER-I recognise that the Minister is unruly and cannot contain himself. I
sympathise with some of the statements made by the honourable member for Gippsland
East. It would be of benefit for the Government to pay some attention to the honourable
member's contribution, particularly when the proposal to declare significant areas of
Victoria as national or State parks is being discussed.
The second-reading speech of the Minister and the Bill refer only to areas of public land
and not to the rights of people who will be affected by these declarations. The Government
should clearly recognise that these parks will affect many people in the surrounding areas.
The Bill seeks to create six new State parks and to make significant boundary changes
to five other areas. I shall concentrate my remarks on one area within the electorate I
represent-the proposed French Island State Park.
The Bill proposes to create approximately 8300 hectares-or, in old time language,
21 000 acres-of French Island as a State park. The park was first mooted by the former
Liberal Government in the early 1980s, but it was not declared because of the constraints
of time prior to the 1982 election. The park had the support of the Liberal Party then and
that support has not changed. However, some important issues should be addressed.
In answer to a question asked of the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands in
the other place last year, she said, among other things, that the wetlands of French Island
were areas of national significance. I do not dispute that description, but it is important
for people to recognise-and this is the point made by the honourable member for
Gippsland East-that the wetlands and other areas of interest on French Island are what
they are today because of the loving care that has been bestowed on them by generations
of people who for over a century have inhabited and farmed the island and have made it
a place to bring up their families and to earn their living.
The well-known Thompson family of French Island has lived there since 1892. Five
generations of the Thompson family and people like them have provided the stewardship
that has resulted in the Minister being able to describe the wetlands of French Island as
being areas of national significance and appropriate to be a State park.
I am concerned on behalf of my constituents on that island, of whom there are only 30
or 40, about the hazy future ahead of them because of the possible ramifications of the Bill
and its effect on their lifestyle and earning capacity. Statements have been made to them
by officials of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands and they have learned
more from other statements that have been made by people around the State about the
possible ramifications of the declaration of a State park on French Island.
The French Island community association met with departmental officers on 14
November last year. The islanders were advised that harvesting of zostera will be stopped.
Two or three residents on the island earn their living substantially from that activity and
restriction on harvesting is considered onerous and unnecessary. The Minister for
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Education, who is at the table, may recognise zostera as another name for seagrass, which
has been harvested off French Island beaches for generations and over many decades.
Zostera is collected as it is washed up on the beaches and two or three French Islanders
have made it their business to collect it. They take it back to their properties where it is
dried out and bagged. It is then sold to a company whose business is to sell seagrass
insulation under the brand name of Alpinite. It has been sold for many years as a popular
and effective form of home insulation.
At the meeting on 14 November the French Island community association learned that
this activity will possibly cease. It has suddenly been discovered by the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands that the seaweed that has been lying on the beaches is an
important part of the food cycle or birth cycle of fish in Western Port. If that is so I query
why people have suddenly become worried about the matter because there has not been a
lack of fish in Western Port during the decades in which the seagrass has been collected. I
suggest that decent proof must be given to French Islanders as some of the islanders will
be prevented from earning a substantial part of their incomes by being forced to cease an
activity they have been conducting for many years.
French Islanders are not opposed to any restrictions that would protect the environment
or prevent the loss offish in Western Port, but they are not prepared to accept that seagrass
that has been lying on the beaches of French Island is suddenly vital to the life cycle offish
species in the bay.
The community was further told that hunting or snaring in the State park on the island
will be prohibited. This will include rabbit snaring. Unfortunately, one is no longer
allowed to trap rabbits and now rabbit snaring will be prohibited in the State park. French
Islanders freely acknowledge that French Island is the rabbit capital of Victoria, as well as
the mosquito capital of Victoria-they grow them big on French Island, including both
rabbits and mosquitos.
I point out to the Government that a few people on French Island earn a substantial
income from snaring rabbits, and the people who are engaged in snaring vermin have been
told that rabbit snaring will be prohibited within the State park. I find that incredible
because rabbits are not a protected species but vermin that should be exterminated.
French Islanders become more apprehensive when they hear declarations of this sort
from officials of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands. I suggest, in the
mildest possible way, that this decision puts the credibility of the proposed legislation and
the Government's intentions into doubt as the Bill will impinge on the rights of individuals
in a small rural community. The Bill borders on the draconian, if it is not already
draconian.
The State park will not present any problems to French Islanders if it does not impinge
on their rights as private citizens, but it appears that it may do so. As I have mentioned,
zostera collection has been the major source of income for two or three families for
decades. That activity is now under threat. Rabbit snaring, another source of income, will
be banned in the State park, according to advice the islanders received last November,
and all this will be an infringement of their rights.
The honourable member for Gippsland East and my colleague, the honourable member
for Evelyn, indicated that the significantly increased fire risk that the additional State
parks will present is a major concern and that, in future, the risk will increase even more.
I shall not go into details that have been amply provided by those two honourable
members, but I indicate that a visit to French Island and a trip around the area that will
be declared a State park will show honourable members the fire risk involved. Even the
honourable member for Springvale may then recognise the grave danger the island faces
from the threat of fire. One hears reports from around the State about potential tragedies
that are being created by reduced funding in areas where fire risk is increasing. French
Islanders, along with other people in the State, are apprehensive about proposed legislation
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that will declare another large area of parkland without, it would appear, sufficient funds
to be able to manage those areas properly.
One hears reports from around the State of equipment that cannot be provided or
vehicles sitting on blocks or machinery that cannot be run because of a lack of funds.
Those incredible statements are definitely true. Those situations create a sense of
apprehension in rural communities, including those around Western Port.
The only access to and from French Island is by ferry. There are no roads to the island
and therefore French Island faces more problems than other rural communities if threatened
by something as horrific as a major fire. A trip around the proposed State park area of
French Island will quickly show anyone who has not been to the island or has not visited
it for a long time the problems. The Minister for Education represented the area when it
was part of his electorate, when he was a member of the other place, and he has been to
the island on more than one occasion.
Mr Cathie interjected.
Mr COOPER-The Minister indicates that he has even visited the school. He is aware,
as I hope other Government members are aware, of the significance of the statements I
am making about the lives and property of the people who reside on the island.
The islanders will welcome the declaration of the park if that declaration leaves them in
the same harmony that has existed on French Island for nearly 100 years. I reiterate that
the area is what it is today as the result of the efforts of the generations of the families who
have lived there. These families seek assurances from the Government that this measure
will not be a forerunner to any legislative vehicle for draconian restrictions on their
lifestyle and on their capacity to earn a living. They seek iron-clad assurances. Rhetoric
will not be sufficient. They have experienced instances of the Government's actions.
Recently, the Minister for Planning and Environment amended the French Island
planning scheme in amendment No. 7, which is exactly the kind of draconian restriction
that these people are now worried will result from this measure. They are apprehensive
and their fears are not the result of fantasy but the result of recent actions taken by the
Government and of statements made by officers of the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands on unnecessary and extreme restrictions on the islanders' methods of
earning a living. The islanders therefore demand assurances that the Bill will not result in
further restrictions on their rights to the kind of lifestyle that they and their families have
enjoyed for many decades. Their lifestyle includes their ability to earn an income.
The islanders are foremost in their appreciation of the necessity for State parks but they
believe State parks should have multiple uses. Certainly the proposed park on French
Island, which comprises 8300 hectares, lends itself magnificently to multiple use in the
lifestyle adopted by the islanders over many years, as other areas referred to in the Bill
lend themselves to multiple use. I refer, for example, to the Barmah Forest.
Like most Victorians, the French islanders are concerned about the intention of the
Government and its past activities. They want iron-clad guarantees. They do not trust the
rhetoric of the Government. They, along with other Victorians, are aware of the continual
broken promises of the Government since the Labor Party was elected to office in 1982.
Those broken promises have created a climate where people are seeking more than a
rhetorical response from Ministers on proposed legislation that impinges on their rights
and livelihood.
The islanders wish to be told that the advice they have received on the Bill from officers
of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands is wrong and they need to be
assured that they will be able to continue their activities, particularly rabbit snaring and
seagrass collection. I request the Minister for Education, in his response to the Bill, to give
the assurances and guarantees required that this small rural community, along with other
small rural communities in the State, will not be badly affected and beaten down by this
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measure as they have by so many other measures that have affected rural communities far
more than any other communities in Victoria.
Dr VAUGHAN (Clayton)-The purpose of the Bill could be described as the better
management of certain public lands in Victoria and the protection of those public lands
for posterity. During my time in Parliament, some eight years, debates on amendments to
the National Parks Act have always had a certain colour and this occasion is no different.
The source of much of this colour has always been the contribution of the honourable
member for Gippsland East who speaks with such affection and genuineness for the people
in the electorate he represents and the land that their forebears worked and, indeed, the
land that he and his neighbours continue to work.
He and I always have disagreements on what constitutes a national park and what are
the appropriate uses for various categories of parks and I do not believe this debate will
resolve that conflict. As always, his contribution was colourful, anecdotal and pleasant to
listen to and it confirms to me the correctness of the Government's position. I thank the
honourable member for achieving that in his contribution to the debate. Members of the
Liberal Party have added colour to these debates, too.
Mr Cathie-That is, the once great Liberal Party.
Dr VAUGHAN-This was when the Liberal Party was under the leadership of an
enlightened and sensitive small" 1" Liberal and when the Minister for Conservation was
Mr Borthwick, a man of sensitivity, understanding and enlightenment, who had a clear
view of the duty of the Parliament of Victoria to uphold certain public lands in trust for
future generations of Victorians.
Today, the contribution of members of the Liberal Party to a debate on a Bill to amend
the National Parks Act is quite different. For instance, the honourable member for Evelyn,
who is not wearing his Drizabone or his Akubra hat and high-heeled boots but is more
conventionally attired, still speaks with the heart of a mountain cattleman of the redneck
variety. I am pleased that he supports the thrust of the Government's legislative program
on this occasion.
As I said, the purpose of the Bill is to improve the management of certain public lands
in Victoria and to enhance their protection for posterity. I add that it is to facilitate the
enjoyment of the natural heritage of the people ofYictoria by the present generation. The
honourable member for Mornington, in his contribution, had five-bob each way. I could
not work out where he stood on the Bill at the beginning, in the middle or at the end of his
speech.
Mr Remington-He did not know, why should you?
Dr VAUGHAN-I accept that remark as a reasonable proposition. The Bill is not the
most major amendment to the National Parks Act that has been debated in Parliament
but still it is an important legislative measure. It adds to the patchwork of public lands in
the State and to their legal protection. It should facilitate the administration of those lands
by officers of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands. I compliment those
officers for the excellent job they are doing. I am sure that their standard of work will
continue in the future.
It is a pity that more honourable members do not participate in the debates on Bills
such as this. Honourable members should follow the example of the honourable member
for Gippsland East and speak with some affection about the land they represent.

Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-The National Parks (Amendment) Bill refers to State
parks rather than national parks. I take up the point made by the honourable member for
Clayton, who indicated that there is better management when an area of Crown land is
declared a national or State park. The officers who are under the control of the Minister
for Conservation, Forests and Lands, who are out in the field, would regard that as an
insult because it infers that they are not doing their job of managing Crown land. The
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honourable member has said the areas concerned, when declared a State or national park,
are better managed. I defy the honourable member for Clayton to go to the Grampians
National Park or proposed State parks where they border on Crown land and tell me
where the border is. Does the ground suddenly change from Crown land to State or
national park land when an area of land is declared a State or national park? Of course it
does not. It remains the same land under the control of the Minister for Conservation,
Forests and Lands and the same officers.
I pay tribute to officers from the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands who
control and maintain Crown land. Those people have done a magnificent job over many
years.
Much discussion has occurred about the Grampians being declared a national park and
the impact that would make on the tourist industry. That area is badly let down by the
conditions of the roads.

Mr Weideman interjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH-I do not need much prompting from the honourable member
for Frankston South because I know those roads quite well. I have seen no evidence of
money being spent by either State or Federal Governments on the roads in that area
simply because the area has been declared a State park.
The honourable member for Evelyn interjects that there has been a reduction in the
amount of money allocated for that region. I ask the Minister for Education to tell the
House on which projects the supposed increases in allocations are being spent in national
or State parks.
The forestry officers have done a magnificent job in controlling the timber industry,
particularly in the Grampians region. Logging in that area is to be phased out. This will
place considerable hardship on sawmillers and people who seek timber supplies for fencing
or building purposes. The Government should examine that aspect and reconsider the
banning of logging in some national parks.
The Forests Commission, as it then was, has controlled the logging of national and State
parks for more than 90 years. The greatest threat to national parks, and to the Grampians
in particular, is uncontrolled fire. If timber resources in these areas are unharvested, they
will provide fuel for an inferno some time in the future. The fire management, prevention
and suppression methods have been excellent in the past. The Grampians is a beautiful
area. When the Forests Commission controlled that area, it would assemble bulldozers
and earthmoving equipment in the Grampians prior to the fire season. The equipment
was on stand-by so that if a fire broke out it could be suppressed and controlled before it
got out of control. I have reservations about the fire suppression and management
procedures that have now been put in place in those areas, not because of the ability of the
officers concerned, but because of Government policy of not allowing logging and grazing
ma,nagement to take place in these protected areas.
I am concerned that these areas will be destroyed and that areas in the Shire of Arapiles
and the Black Range should not be listed as State parks. Section 18 (2) of the National
Parks Act 1975 states:
The Director shall, subject to this Act(a) ensure that each park referred to in sub-section (1) is controlled and managed in accordance with the
objects of this Act in a manner that will, insofar as is appropriate to the park-

(i) preserve, protect and re-establish indigenous flora and fauna in the park;
(ii) preserve and protect features in the park of scenic, archaeological, ecological, geological, historic or other
scientific interest;
(iii) enable the park to be used by the public for the enjoyment, observation and study of the countryside and
its pursuits, its flora and fauna, its ecology and geology and other features; and
(iv) control exotic flora and fauna in the park;
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(b) ensure that proper and sufficient measures are taken to protect each park referred to in sub-section (1) from
injury by fire;
(c)

promote and encourage the use and enjoyment of parks referred to in sub-section (1) by the public; and

(cl) prepare a plan of management in respect of each park referred to in sub-section (1).

The definition of national and State parks is little different to that of "Other Parks" in
Division 2.
I am concerned about the management plan as are other members of the National Party,
particularly when it refers to restricting grazing and logging in these areas.
The proposed Bill was circulated extensively in my electorate because of the wide
interest it had for many people in the area. I received many responses on the Bill and, in
particular, a response from the Horsham South branch of the Victorian Farmers and
Graziers Association. The letter was signed by the president, Mr Alan Nixon. Before
reading extracts from that response I should indicate that the honourable members for
Evelyn and Ballarat visited the Black Range and the Arapiles areas approximately a month
ago to gain an insight into those areas. Mr Nixon makes the point:
In this Bill it states the following:
l. To provide for the declaration of six new state parks in the Parks Act and to make changes to boundaries in
five other parks.

This Government has increased the park system by 25 per cent and they appear more concerned about the
tourism side of management of these parks as opposed to the sensible management adopted by the Forest
Commission. Already 5·8 per cent of Victoria is under national parks. It seems to us any patch of scrub is now
being considered as being suitable for a national park.

The former Liberal Government had an ambition of declaring 5 per cent of Victoria as
national parks. Approximately 5·8 per cent of Victoria is now covered by national parks.
The letter from the Victorian Farmers and Graziers Association continues:
It seems to us any patch of scrub is now being considered as being suitable for a national park.
The area which is of most concern to us is the area of the Black Ranges.
We are now threatened with reduced incomes and increased difficulties. Some of our red gum resources fall
within the Black Range area, which will become unavailable.
Farmers also rent blocks from the Forests Commission to graze their sheep. As with the Barmah State Forest,
grazing will be reduced, if not stopped altogether.
Sleeper cutters will also be forced out, loss of jobs again.
The Black Range as well as the Grampians have been successfully managed for 100 years without all this carry
on from previous Governments.
Does the Minister for C.F.L. really realise the enormous strain and pressure she is putting on rural people
connected with these areas?
1. The loss of grazing rights affecting the landowners as well as loss of revenue for the Government in
agistment, as well as income loss to graziers.
2. The loss of timber production-no jobs or wages and no material for building.

3. The revenue which comes from woodcutters who clear the dead wood from the forests will be lost and so
they lose their supply and income.
4. The increase in undergrowth will cause horrific fires which will kill native flora and fauna, let alone the
devastating effect on the farms surrounding the park boundaries.
5. Licensed shooters stopped from shooting in the park will therefore increase feral animals and vermin and
kangaroo control must be maintained in these areas.
6. As with the Grampians, access roads and tracks will be gated and padlocked only allowing a couple of main
roads open. How can volunteer firemen be expected to put their lives in ·danger to save the park from ruin?
We ask you to give your utmost in objecting to this proposed Bill on our behalf.

Point four in the letter is worth repeating. It states:
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The increase in undergrowth will cause horrific fires which will kill native flora and fauna, let alone the
devastating effect on the farms surrounding the park boundaries.

I ask the honourable member for Clayton to consider that statement. I know the honourable
member is a strong supporter for the preservation of flora and fauna and yet the Victorian
Farmers and Graziers Association has advanced a good argument why an area should not
be declared a national park. The Horsham Angling Club has written to me stating:
The Horsham Angling Club supports the new Black Range State Park.
Our club's only comment is we would like to see access maintained to Rocklands reservoir in the areas taken
in by the new State park, mainly for anglers and overnight camping.
Hoping our club's views are taken into consideration.

The club is concerned that if the area is declared a State park some restrictions may be
placed on fishing and camping activities.
Mr B. J. Evans-Given time!
Mr W. D. McGRATH-That is the feeling, that park management could restrict such
activities. I hope the Government is sensible and does not prevent campers and anglers
enjoying the facilities of the Rocklands reservoir.
The Government should finance the provision of adequate toilet facilities in the
Rocklands reservoir camping area because at present those facilities are of insufficient
standard to attract tourists to camp overnight.
The Wimmera Anglers Association Inc. represents 2000 anglers in the. Wimmera. Mr
Gary Knight, Secretary of the Wimmera Anglers Association Inc. has written to me,
stating:
I have been instructed by the delegates of the Wimmera Anglers Association to write to you with regard to the
proposed Black Range State Park.
At our meeting of 10 November 1986, it was resolved that we did not oppose the concept of the Black Range
State Park providing access and camping was allowed in the area of the park which abuts Rocklands reservoir.
Camping and fishing is a traditional use of the existing forest area around Rocklands reservoir and the
association believes these activities should be allowed to continue.
Hoping that you can pass on our thoughts to your colleagues in order that these popular recreational activities
can be enjoyed in the future.

I received a number of other letters. The Wimmera Shire Council said that it is not
opposed to the concept of national parks but it is opposed to the cutting out of the grazing
and timber industries. The council supports the timber industry. In the case of the Black
Range Park, the council believes the Rocklands reservoir foreshore should be omitted
from the State park.
The Arapiles Shire Council is concerned with the management of the parks. The council
wants to know whether councils will be excluded from gaining gravel and what will happen
with existing committees of management. The council accepts that parks are being planned
for the Tooan-Arapiles and Black Range areas.
A ridiculous situation occurred in the Shire of Balmoral when the shire council was not
permitted to extract gravel from a gravel deposit on Crown land. The shire was blocked
by the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands. The council had to transport
gravel from a distance of 10 to 15 miles. The gravel deposit from which the council wished
to extract the gravel was adjacent to the roadway the council was developing. The transport
costs amounted to $60 000 and the money was provided jointly by the shire and the Road
Construction Authority. Taxpayers' money was used needlessly because the gravel deposit
was located adjacent to the roadway on Crown land. A rehabilitation program could have
been undertaken by the shire to rectify the Crown land once the gravel had been extracted
and used for the roadway. Indeed, the Crown land probably would have looked better
after the rehabilitation program.
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The National Party is concerned at the future expansion of national and State parks.
Victoria has sufficient area ofland designated for these purposes.
The National Party is also concerned at the management plans for the State and national
parks to exclude grazing by sheep and cattle. The National Party is also concerned that the
exclusion of logging and timber harvesting in the western part of the State will cause a
decline in the economy. These areas have been managed well for more than 100 years.
Indeed, when one large tree is cut down, four or five smaller trees get the chance to grow.
Timber is a renewable resource. These aspects should be taken into consideration if there
is to be a proper balance in the use of Crown land.
Can the Minister explain how the State will benefit from these areas being declared
national and State parks? The national parks could be kept on a list to attract overseas
visitors.
I ask: what is wrong with the management that has occurred over the past 100 years?
The officers of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands do a good job. How is
it seen that these Crown land areas will grow in importance simply because they are
declared State or national parks? If we are to go down that path, where will the additional
money come from to build them into the great attractions that the Government is trying
to make us believe it will provide? The National Party has reservations about the extension
of these areas as declared State parks.
Dr WELLS (Dromana)-I welcome the opportunity of entering this debate on yet
another national parks Bill to come before this Parliament in the space of two years. The
Government has a clear responsibility to take note of what is being said by the Opposition
about the proposed legislation. It is interesting and important that speakers from both the
opposition parties have been saying the same things about the principles involved and
quoting various information to support their case for the fact that, in the past two yearsand even before that, in the time of the previous Cain Administration-Victoria has
created more and more national parks or has added to existing national parks, without
explaining how it will carry out its stewardship.

The Budget documents do not explain how this will be done. It is irrefutable that the
Budget allocations for national parks in each of the past two years have worsened the
situation per hectare of national parkland. We have more land and less money per hectare
available with which to care for it.
It is claimed that money was available to administer this Crown land before it became
national parkland; but if only the same level of administration is to be provided, why
change it to a national park category? Clearly, the Government says that it has higher aims
for this land and so it must become national parkland; but, in the real world, higher aims
almost inevitably-and in this case certainly do-involve extra expenditure.
It may not be so bad if, by not putting in the extra money required, the Government
could preserve and protect the land and maintain its current state of usefulness and
desirability but not let it go backwards. In fact, that cannot be the case. If the amount
available to administer something is reduced, it must by definition go backwards, as can
be seen in Victoria at present if one tours the national parks. In saying that, I make no
reflection upon the professional officers of the National Parks Service; I speak of the
money available for them to carry out their duties. I shall return to that matter later.

In my opinion, the Bill exacerbates a number of problems, the first of which is the
shortage of funds. That shortage of funds undoubtedly has a diluting effect and I suggest
that the Government needs to examine its programs urgently and to establish clearly the
principles it wishes to support, given the current economic climate; both in terms of
money that the Government will make available for administration and in terms of the
cost as a result of removing production, albeit a small amount of production-if not
today, then tomorrow, and tomorrow is very close in economic terms-by converting that
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land into national parkland. The Government has not made a clear statement of those
principles that it considers it should and can promote and defend at this time.
It is a question of whether the Government wants to protect the land from others getting
their hands on it. Most of this land is already Government land, so that cannot be the
case. It must decide how much it wishes to favour tourism and at what rate it can push
forward at this time; how many parks are needed; what can we afford for tourism? A better
statement of those principles is necessary. Why at this stage must the Government proceed
to designate more and more land when already proper administration of designated land
is not being provided?
The second practical problem raised by the Bill relates to the department itself. There is
no doubt that the department is suffering from real problems at this time because of a lack
of funds. Professional officers of high commitment and long experience cannot carry out
their full duties because they do not have the bare essential funds to meet those needs.
The third problem that the Bill raises has been mentioned by previous speakers. It
relates to important processes such as fire and weed control and problems caused by feral
animals. I stress the fire aspect of the matter. I agree that the Government has not given
sufficient consideration to fire problems and the concerns expressed by the Opposition
about this matter.
The fourth matter exacerbated by the Bill relates again to the principle I mentioned
earlier: that the Government must decide its priority as between near and distant parks at
this time. It would be justified in saying that many more people benefit from the availability
of near parks. The availability and the cost of transport is an important consideration, and
this is one of the major factors that limits access to parks throughout Victoria. Not for a
moment would I suggest that the Government should subsidise transport in these areas.
Given that realistic situation, it is only commonsense to recognise that the figures bear out
the fact that the near parks around Melbourne are being well used. Nevertheless, they are
short of funds.
The question is whether the Government should attempt at this time to establish, in
name only, more and more parks in the distance-parks that it cannot service, which will
not be used so much and which will degenerate because of the lack of service; or whether
that land should be left as it is at this time so that the Government can concentrate funds
into managing the land for which it is already responsible, in these times of increasingly
tight economic restraint.
The fifth matter which is exacerbated by the Bill is the question of economic survival.
Before the Government raises great protest at my stating that point, I point out that every
dollar lost to the economy drives us backwards. Dollars add up and there is no question
that, at this time in particular, when we do not have any economic fat on which to survive,
every time we pull out of production one more hectare of land that is contributing
something to the economy, land that may be keeping one person off the dole list and
helping to preserve a family that may well break up under further economic stress, that is
another move backwards. It is important to move carefully before changing the situation.
I appreciate the Government's provision for some of these parks to continue with some
form of economic production until the 1990s, but that is not far enough removed in
economic terms to allow the economic reconstruction that must go on in this State and
this nation, to which this Parliament must contribute responsibly. It cannot throw up its
hands and say that that is the job of the Federal Government because it controls Federal
taxation,the external balance of payments and so on. This Parliament has a practical
responsibility in these areas, and it is in these sorts of things that that responsibility must
be met.
I do not believe it is too flamboyant or exaggerated to say that, at this time, the nation
needs to be on a war footing of the most urgent importance. No war has this State faced of
greater importance than the one happening now. We lost many people in the second world
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war but the State was able to recover. At this time, the economic threats facing us are such
that they are eroding our economic base and doing more harm than was done at that time.
It is all very well to take the easy road and let the enemy-the Government's economic
failure-creep upon us and then throw up our hands when it is too late. The Parliament's
responsibility in this area is expressed through the day-to-day practical problems of large,
medium and small magnitude.

I turn now to what I consider to be a number of principles involved in considering the
Bill: the first one, which I have already mentioned, concerns the economic balance. More
consideration must be given to the balance between conservation and daily economic
current survival. The proposal put forward by the shadow Minister that there should be
some statement of assessment of the economic impact each time we propose to establish
a new national park or any sort of park or any other process that will remove publicly
owned land from economic usage is beyond question.
The Government would not oppose that principle simply because it has not suggested
it; and I suggest to the Minister at the table, in all seriousness, that he convey that need to
the Cabinet. After all, it is his Government that has strongly and rightly supported the
preparation of statements of consideration on other matters.
It has been said by the Government, quite rightly, that when something is proposed, we
must have an environmental effects statement on the matter. I totally agree with that but
it is time to recognise at this stage, when all the economic fat has gone from the community,
that we literally have our backs to the wall. It is time for honourable members, who live a
practical and economic way of life, to remember those outside who do not. It is time for
us now to insist that economic as well as environmental impact statements be prepared in
appropriate cases.
It does not matter how small the issue of national parks is in extent; the Government
will be discharging its responsibilities in principle-which is of prime importance-as
well as in practice if it follows through that procedure.

Therefore, the economic question of the creation of national parks is the first and great
principle involved when considering land that is not at this time threatened because it is
already under Government control.
Secondly, the Opposition has made a good case, for the past two years, at least, for the
desirability of multiple use policies for national parks. They were not as popular two years
ago as they are now. I say without fear of being proven wrong in retrospect, by history,
that we have no alternative but to push to the limit multiple use policies in national parks.
Logic must prevail in this area. How much truly virgin country is left in Victoria? Very
little. How much do we need? Certainly some. There is a case for locking up some of it
and leaving it untouched simply so that man can go into what is truly virgin bush and be
a part of that highly desirable experience in these modern times but we must face the fact
that nearly all land is controlled and is capable of improvement by man.
Most of Victoria is subject to man management; it does not just float along from day to
day. In the days of the first Australians this was established beyond doubt when our
Aboriginal Australians used fire as a method of control. If we do not control that land to
prevent fire rampaging through, by using some technique other than fire, it will happen to
us and we shall not even be doing as good ajob as they did.
In terms of multiple use policies, it is no longer satisfactory to talk merely about, for
example, tourism. There is no question that tourism bids fair to being one of the major, if
not the major, contributor, with the possible exception of timber, in terms of economic
income from national parks in the future.
I welcome the Government's proposals and attempts to work out some coherent policy
for tourism involving our national parks; but as I understand it, that has not yet been done
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and we do not now have the luxury of being able to create another national park and
another national park and say in defence that we need it for tourism.
There needs to be a coherent tourism policy. Tourists will not wander across all the
State of Victoria at anyone time and if they do not, the timing priorites are changed. It
may be appropriate to create more parks in the future but not now and we certainly should
not hide behind the excuse of tourism.
Timber is a renewable resource, as honourable members continue to say, and one of the
problems we face is to decide how to maximise the harvesting of timber from our national
parks. I am sure that every honourable member would agree that it is not satisfactory to
go in and use clear felling techniques for national parks and sweep out the whole lot and
start again; but I have not seen adequate consideration of the proposal for selective felling
and selective replanting.
I recognise the problem in what we call virgin bush where a number of species have
grown up by natural selection. I recognise that that is a system that is self-supporting and
that if we sweep it out and replace it with a single species culture, that is not doing the
same thing; but I have not seen adequate consideration of a proposal to, for example,
replant an area with a number of species. I have not seen adequate evidence that that is
undesirable because it denies mankind some special pleasure in going through that national
park in which there are only a few species and one or two others are missing.
In these economic times, we need to consider what role selective harvesting and
replanting can play and how we may mimic the natural order by replanting a number of
species at a time. I know that professional officers from the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands have addressed this question and they should be given encouragement
in further considering it.
When considering the role played by cattle it may be appropriate to remove all the cattle
in some areas because they damage what is there; on the other hand, it may be appropriate
to cut the level right down but still get something out of it. I have not seen, from the
Government, a consideration in detail of these sorts of issues.
When considering the water storage and pump storage of water electricity generation,
one should consider the actions of another State where a national park is about to be
created. This is the last significant area in that State where it could create pump storage
for water to be pumped overnight and released at peak hour to create electricity for usage
when needed because mankind does not have other ways of storing electrical energy.
The Snowy Mountains scheme of course, is running in that way. It is of great value to
the nation for that specific purpose-as a pump storage site for use under peak-hour
demands.
In the national parks to which I referred in another State, there was a proposal to create
a storage there. At present, it looks as though that will be lost because of the pressure from
conservationists thinking it will become a national park.
I venture to predict that, in years to come, that pump storage will be built because it will
not severely damage the national park area. It is time that Parliament adopted a non-party
attitude to this business of land management of national parks so that the best technical
considerations are worked out. At this stage that point has not yet been reached.
The third principle of the creation and management of national parks to which I refer is
the need to preserve the natural order while at the same time recycling the parkland; that
is, putting it to multiple use. I have already discussed the need to investigate selective
harvesting and replanting on a species basis. A case exists in some national parks for
looking at implementing that on a regional basis. This subject has not been adequately
explored.
I would be the first to support the preservation of the natural order and the desirability
of keeping some virgin bushland in the State. In doing so, one must ask the question: how
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much can we afford? That is a luxurious use of land but it is occurring in Victoria at
present. The next question one must ask is: how much is necessary for the happiness of
mankind and the preservation of the natural order?
I say without a thought of any personal offence to the Minister that she has not gone far
enough in exploring these sorts of principles. The policies of the Government can be
improved. The Government needs to make a further statement about multiple use policies
for national parks.
The Minister could, finally, well consider whether it is possible to grade national parks
so that some are given more protection than others. Secondly, it may be possible to have
multiple use in some national parks that are managed by staff rather than others that
approximate more the virgin state. Thirdly, only the Minister for Conservation, Forests
and Lands and her department can bring the necessary resources to bear upon the problem
of clearly stating a practical policy for selective harvesting and reconstitution of timber in
national parks.
Fourthly, it is time priority was given to working out a policy on near versus distant
national parks management and development in Victoria and time that policy was stated.
Finally, the Minister should consider developing a system of cooperative control between
the Crown and persons who currently use land that the Government wishes to classify as
national park land which has been left in a transitional phase because of the present
economic situation.
A superb illustration of this situation is Greens' Bush in the Main Ridge area ofDromana.
For 60 years this area of more than 1000 acres has been used by the Green family for some
economic use while being preserved in an advanced conservation state. I know that many
Government and Opposition members have seen this bush and have admired the work
that has been done on the land.
It would be well worth testing the proposal to achieve more cooperative control between
Government and private citizens over areas that the Government might wish to make
national parkland in future but cannot afford to do at present-if for no other reason than
that economic production on it should not be stopped.

I close on a point of dissatisfaction at the performance of the Government in its policies
on national parks. Although the Government wishes to create more national parks, it has
not done enough to try to preserve the Greens' Bush and has not publicly done enough to
try to preserve the Point Nepean National Park. The Federal Government proposeswithout a shadow ofa doubt-to subdivide some of the most priceless land in Victoria to
raise money that it can use in justification of passing over control of the people's national
parkland from the Federal Government to the State Government. That is not good
enough.
That sort of policy damages the Government's bona fides in its national parks policies.
During the past two years in this place I have had the privilege of being a member of the
Natural Resources and Environment Committee. I have been able to visit national parks
throughout Victoria and in other States and have been able to spend a considerable
amount of time considering this subject.
On a non-partisan basis I suggest the national parks policies of the Government were
achieving some good, but more can and must be done to improve them. More cogent and
more urgent economic considerations must be given to the proposal to remove land from
economic production when it may not be necessary.
Mrs RAY (Box Hill)-I shall comment on the position adopted by the Opposition on
the National Parks (Amendment) Bill. Of the eleven parkland areas outlined in the Bill
for expansion, five are familiar to me as areas which I have visited frequently.
The Warrandyte Park is of particular interest because it concerns an area of land at
Stone Brae which a community group in the Box Hill electorate has strenuously fought to
Session 1987-12
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have added to the State park. The group will raise money in an attempt to acquire land
that the Government has been unable to include in the park.
The Opposition seems to be concerned with three aspects: the first is the proliferation
of parks and the second is the locking up of valuable renewable resources. This leads them
to advocate multiple usage of national parks. It is very difficult to understand the position
especially when a national park is created to protect ecosystems or total communities of
flora and fauna as places oflas~ing enjoyment.
The third aspect is the alleged reduction of resources available for parks management.
The honourable members for Evelyn and Dromana referred to that aspect. However, the
Budget allocation for national parks has in fact increased from $13 million in 1985-86 to
$15-5 million in 1986-87.
Mr Cathie-They are not aware of that.
Mrs RAY-No, the Opposition is not. The funds made available by the Government
are to provide ranger staff and to fund major works pro~ams in the Grampians, Mount
Baw Baw, Mount Buffalo and Lysterfield Lake parks ThIS park is situated on the eastern
fringe of the metropolitan area and the Government has committed $3 million to the
Lysterfield Lake Park and $1-4 million of this has been recently been made available for
the provision of a visitors' centre. The park has been opened for three months and the
public are happy with the facilities which have been provided there by the Government.
More than 60 000 people visited that park in that short time and reported satisfaction and
enjoyment.
Funds have been made available for the Point Nepean, proposed Errinundra and TarraBulga parks to build long distance walking tracks. Funds will also be provided by the
Federal Rain Forest Program and the Australian Bicentennial Authority for the upkeep of
these parks.
The shadow Minister asked when the declaration of additional parks will stop. He
rightly called for some kind of formula for estimating when Victoria has enough parks.
The Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands can assure the honourable member for
Evelyn that the park declarations will stop when the major ecosystems in the State have
been adequately protected. At present the Land Conservation Council is examining this
matter and will recommend major ecosystems that are still outstanding to be included on
the register of national parks.
I reject the notion put forward by members of the Opposition for multiple use of parks
as a matter of principle. That is not compatible with preserving an ecosystem that is made
up of interdependent communities of flora and fauna. The destruction of any part of that
community threatens the whole. I hope we have not reached the stage where every piece
ofland in Victoria must be turned into money.

The Government has recognised the access rights for graziers and the timber industry,
especially in the Barmah Forest, with which I am familiar. However, access for grazing on
public land is not a right, it is a privilege. National parks created to protect ecosystems
and areas of outstanding beauty are a major priority of the Government, and I commend
the Bill.
Mr "ANN (Rodney)-My colleague, the honourable member for Gippsland East, has
effectively put the National Party's case in opposition to the Bill and its concern about the
increasing number of parks being designated by the Government. I shall deal specifically
with the park in the Barmah Forest because it is in the heart of the electorate I represent.
When I first came to represent that area after the 1976 State election, one of the features
I found was the sense of pride and ownership that the people had in the forest area. Many

people in the Nathalia, Picola and Barmah areas have grown up in the forest and have
been involved in harvesting timber or grazing. They have also used the area for recreation,
especially those who enjoy fishing and shooting.
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It was a delight to me to be shown through the forest on a number of occasions by local
land-holders who spoke about the forest as their own. They had a sense of destiny associated
with the forest. It has a magnificent stand of red gum timber, the best example of red gum
timber in the Murray region. Over the years the area has been conserved effectively by
multiple use management.

The proposal put forward by the Government is to set aside 7900 hectares of the Barmah
Forest as a State park and to restrict access to that area, especially for grazing and hunting
activities. There are genuine concerns about the likely impact that will have upon the
forest. One of the major concerns is the fire risk if grazing is restricted.
As honourable members are aware, there is extensive growth throughout the winter
period and one of the major areas to be restricted by the proposed legislation is an
important summer grazing area. On my calculations, approximately two-thirds of the
summer grazing area will be included in the Barmah State Park.
The grazing has effectively reduced the danger of fire in that area. If the Bill is passed,
that area will be closed to grazing and, therefore, the fire risk will increase. In his secondreading speech, the Minister suggested that fuel reduction burning could be used to reduce
the fire risk. On the best advice available to me, that is not only impractical but also
extremely unwise in a red gum forest. River red gums are heat-sensitive eucalypts. In the
past when fuel reduction burning has taken place in the forest, trees have been killed. In
areas where bushfires have occurred, there has been extensive damage.
Fuel reduction burning is an option in the Gippsland east area, but it is certainly not a
logical option in the Barmah Forest. It amazes me that the Minister included that reference
in his second-reading speech.
There is genuine concern throughout the community, especially from the Barmah Forest
Preservation League, that the designation of the forest as a State park will cause real
damage to that vastly important part of our national heritage. I should have thought that
the Government would have been more aware of those local concerns.
I am recording for the future the mistake the Government is making. When and if there
is a situation where a major bushfire occurs in the Barmah Forest, the Government will
have to accept the total responsibility for the disaster that will occur. If a section of the
forest is locked away to protect the ecosystem, as the honourable member for Box Hill
attempted to argue a few moments ago, the Government will expect the local people to go
into the forest to fight the fires.
The former Forests Commission, which operated effectively in the past, has been virtually
abolished and replaced with personnel centred at Benalla, which is miles away from the
forest area. Those people have little or no understanding of the forest. They certainly do
not have the sense of pride in it that employees of the former Forests Commission had.
There is a real lack of effective management of the forest.
There is also genuine concern about the loss of job opportunities in that area. As many
as 100 people are presently employed in the forest products industry in the Barmah Forest.
Ifa large section of the forest is closed up, many of those people will lose their employment.
However, it is not only the loss of employment that is involved but also the loss of effective
management of the forest system.
The forest needs to be harvested from time to time to maximise the use of timber and
to encourage its future growth. Some of the best timber currently in the forest is in the
area that was harvested many years ago. Significant regrowth has occurred in that area.
Another matter of concern to adjoining land-holders is the increase in vermin, feral
animals, disease and noxious weeds that will occur if the Bill is passed. It is interesting
that the National Party's candidate for the Central Highlands Province by-election made
the point when he was asked about the nature of his farming operation that he had to
switch from sheep to cattle because his farm is adjacent to Crown land and, under the new
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policies of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands where feral animals,
especially wild dogs, run wild, he found it impossible to survive because of wild dogs
slaughtering the lambs. I note that some honourable members are laughing. I suppose they
think it is a great joke to see wild dogs slaughtering young lambs. The laughter signifies
their lack of understanding.
The real concern is with the wildlife in the Barmah Forest, the wild brumbies, pigs,
foxes, rabbits and a range of other animals because under this policy there will be little
control over those animals. Likewise, a general problem within the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands is the policy direction that noxious weeds are no longer
controlled in this State. That direction is based purely and simply on a funding decision
and the low priority that the Government gives to controlling noxious weeds. The concern
is that noxious weeds will spread in the Barmah Forest, just as disease will spread from
feral animals.
The Barmah Forest Preservation League, led so ably by Mr Stan Vale of Pi cola and Mr
Peter Newman, has acted responsibly in its campaign to have the Barmah Forest protected
for future generations. The league presented a number of submissions to the Land
Conservation Council, to various Government Ministers, to Opposition spokesmen and
to local National Party members. It encouraged public meetings in the area and organised
tours through the Barmah Forest to arouse people's awareness of both the significance and
importance of the forest and the real dangers in the Government's naive policy of closing
up and restricting the management of the forest.
People who have a real pride in the forest area, and who have lived in its vicinity for a
long time, regard the forest as an extension of their farming operations. They have worked
hard over the years to ensure that the forest is protected. In fact, if these people had not
shown the interest that they have in the future preservation of the Barmah Forest, it would
not be in such good order today.
They have argued about the management of the wetlands within the forest area and
have placed submissions before the Government and during Government inquiries on
the need for an adequate water supply to be provided from the River Murray to irrigate
the Barmah Forest. With the Government's new management system and the control of
the river system, it must be remembered that the Barmah Forest requires flooding from
time to time.
A most effective seminar was recently conducted by the Victorian Irrigation Research
and Promotion Organisation under the leadership of Mr Ernest Jackson. People at that
seminar learnt much about the importance of the forest, especially about the multi-use of
the forest system.
The Land Conservation Council's original report contained a reference to salinity and a
suggestion that salinity was not having any significant impact on the forest. My
understanding is that the situation has deteriorated quickly and a real danger now exists
that the forest could be affected in the future by salinity caused by the problem of the
rising water table.
On behalf of people in the N athalia, Picola and Barmah districts, the people of northern
Victoria who take such pride in this magnificent red gum forest, and the thousands of
people who use the forest as a recreation and tourist area-especially in the period between
Christmas and Easter when thousands of people camp in the forest and enjoy their
recreational activities-I stress the vital importance of the Barmah Forest to the tourist
industry in north-eastern Victoria. The action of the Government will jeopardise that
tourist industry because it will place a significant portion of the forest at risk.
The Bill is totally irresponsible. That is why the National Party opposes it. It has other
reasons for believing that it is undesirable to establish new parks in other areas and my
colleague, the honourable member for Lowan, has highlighted some of the problems faced
in the electorate he represents.
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These forests are best managed by a multi-use system. That is in the best interests of
this State and the people. For that reason, the National Party strongly opposes the Bill.
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-Any Bill amending the National Parks Act will
attract wide-ranging debate. At one time a bipartisan attitude would have been shown by
the major political parties. However, Australian politics today shows that parties have
moved away from that position.
Victoria has a Government that is determined to get on with the job of governing, of
being effective and of being an efficient Government. The other side of the House and the
conservative forces throughout Australia are in complete shambles. During the debate,
one honourable member said that he supported the Bill but the honourable member for
Gippsland East, who represents another section of the coalition party that has lost all
credibility, opposed it. Next the honourable member for Mornington rose, and not being
quite sure where he was, said he sympathised with the honourable member for Gippsland
East.
Mr Cooper-That is a gross misrepresentation.
Mr CATHIE-We have come a long way from the time the Liberal party stood for
something. It once stood for a vision, especially in the establishment of national parks
when the Honourable Bill Borthwick was the responsible Minister. The Liberal Party was
dedicated to the concept of increasing national and State parks in Victoria; it was dedicated
to the proposition that it was important for the people of Victoria that parks should be
preserved because they represented conservational, educational and recreational values
for the community.
I cannot accept the argument put forward by most speakers from the opposite side of
the House that there must be an end to the proliferation of parks. After all, this Bill is
designed to add only 80 000 hectares-a relatively small amount of land in total-to the
current parks in Victoria. That small area is being added because of a policy objective of
ensuring that Victoria has a fully representative but viable park system.
The second line of attack used by the Opposition was that if additional parks were to be
established additional resources would need to be made available. I do not have any
argument about that. However, it is a nonsense to suggest that there is a reduction in
resources in this area. As I said by way of interjection frequently during the debate, all
Opposition members needed to do to clarify the situation was to examine the Budget
Papers.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CATHIE-The honourable member for Box Hill stated the figures but I shall repeat
them. The Budget allocation for parks has increased from $13 million in 1985-86 to $15·5
million in 1986-87. That represents a substantial increase in resources in this area. It is
being achieved by greater efficiency in Government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CATHIE-I know that Opposition members do not want to hear this. I recall the
shock and horror that I experienced on coming into Government and realising the extent
of the waste and inefficiency that was the inheritance from the former Liberal Government.
The Government is proud of its considerable achievement in creating a much more
efficient and effective structure of management in this State.
Mr Cooper interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! The honourable member for
Mornington is out of order.
Mr CATHIE-I do not know whether the honourable member for Mornington is a wet
or a dry; whether he is supporting the Joh party or the Sinclair National Party.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! What I do know is that the Minister
is not speaking on the Bill.
Mr CATHIE-I suggest that the resources that are required for the relatively small
amount of area covered by the Bill is basically minimal, because the creation of six new
State parks could be implemented not only through internal reallocation but also because
of the success that has been achieved by the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands
in submissions for additional funding.
It is all very well for members of the National Party to shake their heads; it does not
alter the reality one little bit. Firstly, bicentennial funds are being used to establish visitor
centres in parks in the Grampians National Park and at Mt Buffalo. That is equally true
of Point Nepean where there is a planned project involving the development of visitor
facilities. Secondly, a rainforest program is being implemented with the establishment of
visitor centres and other facilities. Thirdly, there has been success in submissions by the
Minister for State development funds and we have seen their use, for example, in the
Lysterfield National Park. So much for the argument that funding is not being made
available and that the Government is adding additional hectares to the list of parks and
ignoring the important and real management and resource issues involved in such decisions.

A further point raised by Opposition speakers concerned multiple use and, in particular,
they said that grazing or hunting, for example, could assist in the management of these
parks. I should like to make it clear that grazing, for example, will be permitted in threequarters of the Barmah Forest. It is only in the park where grazing cannot occur. The
Government has already stated-and the Minister has also stated-that grazing may be
considered for fire protection purposes in certain areas and to protect landowners. That is
a matter for further debate and further negotiation. I suggest that the matter needs to be
sensibly debated.
Honourable members interjecting.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! I ask honourable members from the
corner party to tone it down a bit!
Mr CATHIE-Fire protection is equally important. I am sure that once again it depends
on the proper management, and fire protection will be part of developing a proper
management plan over parks throughout the State. That will occur and it will mean that
from time to time extra facilities will need to be provided.
For that reason the department is already progressively upgrading fire suppression
equipment, including the location of an extra fire tanker at Nathalia. I am sure the people
in that area are grateful for the provision of these resources.
Finally, the honourable member for Mornington referred to a specific issue concerning
the collection or harvesting of seagrass and indicated that families at French Island could
be affected by the declaration of the State park. He spoke about the importance of that
industry to the economy of French Island. I am aware that seagrass is an extremely useful
insulating material. He said that some two or three families could be involved in the
harvest. I shall pass the matter on to the Minister and seek further examination of that
point. I understand that the director of national parks is meeting the community association
on Friday and I am sure that that issue will be discussed at that time.
The House divided on the motion (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds in the chair):
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The Bill was read a second time and committed.
Clause 1
The ACTING CHAIRMAN (Mr Kirkwood)-I ask whether the honourable member
for Gippsland East would agree to canvassing all the issues he wishes to address because
the amendment to clause 1 circulated in the honourable member's name is subject to all
the other amendments circulated by him and, if the Committee does agree to it, then it
would save time.
Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)-I am happy to adopt that course with a slight
qualification. The first amendment tests all the amendments which I shall move; however,
there is scope to vote against individual items without the first amendment being agreed
to.
I move:
1. Clause 1, line 5, omit "new parks" and insert "a new park".

During the course of the second-reading debate, several members on the Government
benches-I believe the honourable member for Mitcham was one-and particularly the
Minister, strongly emphasised the need for the creation of a number of new parks so that
the areas would be better managed and the ecosystem would not be destroyed.
I am sure if the Minister gives this matter some thought and does not let his emotions
overwhelm him, if he allows his mind to move from current political events and if he
applies a little commonsense and logic he will realise that the corollary to what he has said
and what the honourable member for Mitcham has said is that if these parks are not
declared they will be badly managed and the ecology will be destroyed, yet it is the same
department that is managing all these public lands.
The Minister is saying that unless these areas are declared as national parks, the
department that is charged with the responsibility of mana.ging them will not manage
them properly. I suggest he is saying that the Minister and the department are not carrying
out their public responsibilities to care for public land whether or not it be State park or
national park.
It is utter nonsense for the Minister to say that unless these areas are declared State
parks they will not be properly managed. That is a shocking reflection on the staff of his
colleague, the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands and it is a shocking indictment
of the attitude of the Government itself.
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I have been hammering this point in this House over and over again: it does not matter
what an area is designated, it should be managed to the highest standard possible,
"irrespective of its name", as the honourable member for Swan Hill interjected.
That is the point that the Minister seems totally unable to grasp. I suggest a child in prep
grade in a State school could understand that. It is not what the areas are called that
matters but, rather, how they are managed, and yet the Minister and the Government say
year after year what a great job they are doing in declaring State parks!
The Minister goes on to argue that one has only to examine the Budget Papers to realise
that the Government is improving the State-that one has only to examine the amounts
of money the Government is spending. Has the Government not yet learned that that is
no way of jUdging whether one is managing the State properly? The judgment should be
made on how effectively one spends that money.
The Minister said the Government would establish a visitor's centre, here, there and
somewhere else. He was not able to say anything about the employment of additional men
to do the work on the ground. There may be a few rangers more or less, but it is not really
the rangers who do the work on the ground; the exempt employees are employed to do the
actual work.
The rangers' main responsibility is to provide the management. They are not the people
who go out there in their hobnailed boots and all their equipment to actually do the work
on the ground. They do not build the access roads and fire dams and they do not drive the
bulldozers.
We do not need more officers. In fact, officers of the department are extremely concerned
that they are not receiving the money necessary to do the work. They have the
organisations-the people behind the desks-to provide the direction and the management,
but they do not have the people in the field to do the work. That is where the Government
falls down; wherever there is a reduction in staffing levels, it is always the exempt employees
who are out of jobs first; they are the ones whose trucks and bulldozers are not being used
to do the work that should be done in our forest areas.
However, so long as Victoria has a Government that measures its success by the amount
of money it spends, there is no shadow of a doubt that this country will continue to be in
a terrible economic plight.
The proposition contained in all the amendments proposed to be moved by the National
Party is perfectly sensible and logical. We will not save any ecological systems or protect
anything simply by calling it a national park. However, if areas of land are managed
properly, they will be looked after properly no matter what they are called.
The notion of a State park, as I have said before, is nothing more than a piece of paper.
The only form in which a national park exists is in an Act of Parliament. Out in the field
it does not really matter; I defy anybody to fly, walk or drive through the forests of east
Gippsland and to then tell me which areas are national parks and which are not. Unless
one sees a sign that says so, it is impossible to distinguish between national parks and
general forest areas. Therefore, what is all this nonsense about the importance of calling
them national parks?
It is a lot of window-dressing by this Government, which is trying to make out that it is
attempting to preserve something that nature put there in the first place-it was not the
Government that put it there. There is a need for people with a real love and concern for
the country. They are the people who go to live out in those areas, not those who sit behind
desks in the metropolitan area.
It is about time that the Government woke up to itself and took notice of the people
who are directly concerned, instead of letting itself be bulldozed into accepting proposals
which are largely figments of the imaginations of environmental groups and so-called
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conservationists, who are never there when people are needed to help fight bushfires to
protect our forests.

Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-I should indicate at the outset that the
Government is not prepared to accept any of the amendments proposed by the National
Party because they relate to principles that we fully debated during the second-reading
debate and are designed for the multi-purpose use of such areas, which is against the
proposals in the Bill.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-The Opposition will not support the amendment. During
the second-reading debate, we indicated that we would support the creation of new State
parks but that we would introduce amendments to establish that the creation of new parks
ensured mUltiple use of resources within those parks. For that reason the Opposition will
not support the amendment.
I am interested in the logic of the argument put forward by the honourable member for
Gippsland East, who may use his opportunity of explaining it to the Committee, that he is
strongly opposed to the creation of new parks.
He believes that it is simply a piece of paper and that it makes no difference between the
management of a park and any other land. Yet, the amendment moved by the honourable
member accepts the creation of at least one new park and the subsequent amendments
seem to indicate that the National Party will accept the creation of the French Island
National Park.
However, in his reasoning and the argument that he outlined on this amendment, the
honourable member appeared to be saying that there should be no new parks. I should be
interested in the rationale he used in making that statement while still supporting the
creation of the French Island National Park in this Bill.

Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)-I am happy to try to explain the point to the
honourable member for Evelyn. Earlier I was arguing about the claims made by the
Minister and various other members of the Government as to what was the real purpose
of declaring an area a national park. The argument was advanced that the areas would be
better preserved and better managed. Those were.the two principal issues put forward.
I have no objection to an area of special significance being declared a national or State
park in an attempt to direct attention to it-that is, if it is something special. However, I
do not believe it should make one iota of difference as to how it should be managed. That
is the point I am trying to make to the Committee.
If, in its wisdom, the Government decides that a portion of French Island should be
made a State park as a way of directing some attention to perhaps the unusual characteristics
of that area, that is fair enough. It does not worry me, and I am happy for areas to be
declared national, State or regional parks if they have some special significance and if
there is a need to draw some attention to them.
However, the Government should not try to tell honourable members that declaring an
area a national park will make a big difference to its management because, if that is the
case, the Government is not carrying out its responsibility to manage all public land to the
highest standards and best possible use at present. It is, therefore, an indictment of the
Government to take this action; it is really saying, "We are not managing them properly
because the Parliament has not declared them State parks".
I do not believe declaring areas State or national parks puts any higher responsibilities
on the Government for their management. That is the point I am making, and I hope the
honourable member for Evelyn can understand it.
The Committee divided on the question that the expression proposed by Mr B. J. Evans
to be omitted stand part of the clause (Mr Fogarty in the chair).
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The sitting was suspended at 6.28 p.m. until 8.6 p.m.

The clause was agreed to.
Clause 2
The CHAIRMAN (Mr Fogarty)-The honourable member for Evelyn has amendments
before the Committee.
Mr B. J. EV ANS (Gippsland East)-As I understand it, the honourable member for
Evelyn's amendments and mine deal with lines 8 and 9, and on that basis I would claim
precedence.
The CHAIRMAN-Having lost the amendment on clause 1, Mr Evans has lost the rest
of the amendment. Clause 1 has been put and carried.
Mr B. J. EV ANS-On a point of order, this amendment deals with a number of sections
which would not necessarily be overridden by the first amendment to which you referred,
Mr Chairman. The proposed amendment would simply have omitted the reference to
"new parks" with the idea of inserting "a new park"; in other words, whereas my first
amendment dealt with just one park, it is competent to say that there are a number of
parks, and I could, while speaking on the amendment, deal with two or more parks and
still be in line with it.
The CHAIRMAN (Mr Fogarty)-In fairness to the honourable member, I believe the
amendments are consequential, and I will hear him.
Mr B. J. EVANS-I will not persist with the amendments to clause 2 because they are
largely consequential on later amendments and may be argued. I simply make the point
that I am sure the army of avid readers of Hansard would note that the numbers for the
amendment that was lost a short while ago were ten down on the previous vote taken in
the House, which was brought about by a large number of Liberal voters bolting for the
doors like rabbits.
The CHAIRMAN (Mr Fogarty)-There is no point of order. The honourable member
knows a lot of the amendment is consequential, and he will have every opportunity of
availing himself of that opportunity.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-The first amendment circulated in my name is consequential
on the thrust of the amendments brought in by the Liberal Party Opposition that related
particularly to timber harvesting in a number of parks.
The CHAIRMAN (Mr Fogarty)-The honourable member is talking about these four
amendments, and before going any further I take it his amendment No. 1 is consequential
on amendment No. 4. Ifhe speaks to the amendment, it will not be pursuant to amendments
Nos 2 or 3, but he will be canvassing amendment No. 4 with amendment No. 1. If the
honourable member is rolled on amendment No. 1 it is no good pursuing amendments
Nos 2 and 3.
Mr PLOWMAN-I accept that. That is the point I am trying to make.
The CHAIRMAN (Mr Fogarty)-In other words, the honourable member is moving
amendment No. 1 and canvassing amendment No. 4?
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Mr PLOWMAN-I am canvassing amendments Nos 1,2,3 and 4, and the success of
amendments Nos 1,2 and 3 depend on the success of amendment No. 4 and of the thrust
of amendments relating to timber harvesting in a number of parks, they being the Black
Range park, Mount Arapiles-Tooan Park and Barmah Park.
I shall pursue the line that was taken in the second-reading debate. The Opposition
supports the creation of these parks because each of them has specific values, which was
mentioned by the honourable member for Gippsland East in his contribution. In the
second-reading debate I referred to the Arapiles-Tooan park which is the premier rock
climbing area in Victoria and has considerable merit in world rock climbing circles. There
is a specific reason for it being included in the park and, therefore, the Opposition supports
it.
However, in the Arapiles-Tooan, Barmah and Black Range parks some stands of timber
would be valuable to the local economies. Red gum and yellow gum harvesting for railway
sleepers, for building timbers and posts and other timber for firewood can be extracted
from those areas. The Opposition will move a further proposed amendment to ensure that
that happens. Therefore, instead of having the Barmah park covered by section 25B of the
principal Act, the Opposition wishes it to have special consideration and particular reference
in the Bill and subsequent Act to ensure that timber harvesting and the extraction of minor
forest produce can take place in the Barmah State Park.
The Opposition believes multiple use of this park is essential and that timber harvesting,
grazing and other activities that I discussed in the second-reading debate should be allowed
to continue. Therefore, I move:
1. Clause 2, line 9, omit" 5 ( 1) and (2)" and insert "and 5".

Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)-The National Party is happy to support the
amendment. Ifit is not acceptable for the Committee to delete the specific parks from the
Bill, it is better that additional provisions should be introduced to allow timber extraction
and so on to occur.
It is a pity that when the Liberal Party was in office it did not write into the Act more
concise definitions of the various types of parks so that this problem would have not
arisen. If the Act described activities that were permitted in certain types of parks, the
issue would not be before the Committee this evening. However, that is history and the
opportunity has been missed. The next best thing is for the Government to have the good
sense to allow this provision to be inserted in the Bill.

Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-The Government does not accept the
amendment. In the second-reading debate the Opposition put its principal view that State
parks should be for multi-purpose use, including grazing and timber harvesting. As the
honourable member for Gippsland East has stated, phasing out of timber harvesting was
a strategy that was adopted and successfully implemented by the former Liberal
Government. The Bill will allow 75 per cent of the Barmah Forest to remain as State forest
where timber production and forest grazing can occur, but the remaining area will become
a State park. The purpose of that is, amongst other things, as a protective measure for
certain species of parrot and waterfowl.
I accept that the situation is a little different in the other place. Therefore, I inform the
Committee that I shall arrange discussions between the Opposition and the Minister for
Conservation, Forests and Lands while the Bill is between here and another place.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-I thank the Minister for his response. The ultimate decision
will be made in the other place, regardless of whether my amendment is passed in this
Chamber. Negotiations will take place between the Minister in another place who has final
carriage of the Bill and the opposition parties.
Mr Micallef-What a joke!
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Mr PLOWMAN-The honourable member for Springvale has suddenly come into the
debate. It is certainly not a joke to people living near the proposed State parks whose
livelihoods will seriously be affected by this clause. The honourable member is always on
about the social justice policies of the Government. Perhaps he should think about the
social injustice of this Bill and clauses such as this that will affect many Victorians.
The Minister for Education has said that negotiations will occur between the opposition
parties and the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands. He has given the Committee
an undertaking that a decision will be made while the Bill is between here and another
place. For that reason, the Opposition will not divide on the amendment.
The amendment was negatived, and the clause was agreed to, as were clauses 3 to 5.
Clause 6
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-Clause 6 is an additional clause to the Bill that was
introduced in the spring sessional period. When the question of time was being debated
last week, the Opposition indicated that, if there were any marked differences between the
original and this Bill, some additional time would be sought. At that stage I said that
clause 6 may be an improvement on the previous situation.
The Opposition accepts it is an improvement to the original Bill. Clause 6 paragraphs
(a), (b) and (c) convert the measurements to the metric system from imperial measures.
Clause 6 (2) provides that private owners of jetties on French Island will be allowed
access to jetties below the high-water mark. That is a sensible provision for the residents
of French Island who have enjoyed the advantages of having private jetties for recreational
and commercial purposes. The Opposition supports the clause.
The clause was agreed to, as was clause 7.
New clause
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-I move:
5. Insert the following new clause to follow clause 6:
•A. After section 320 of the principal Act insertBarmah Park.
"32E. (1) The Minister must grant a grazing licence without delay after the commencement of section 4 (9) of
the National Parks (Amendment) Act 1987(a) to the Barinah Forest Cattleman's Association Incorporated; and

(b) to the Yielima Forest Grazier's Association-to graze cattle on the land in the Barmah Park.

(2) The Barmah Forest Cattleman's Association Incorporated and the Yielima Forest Grazier's Association
may allocate grazing rights annually under their respective licences to any persons or persons with the approval
of the Barmah Forest Grazing Advisory Committee.
(3) A grazing licence granted under sub-section (1)(a) subject to sub-section (4), must specify the total number of cattle that may be grazed under the licence; and
(b) allows the holder of the licence to graze cattle in any part of the Barmah Park except a reference area; and
(c) continues in force until 30 April after it is granted and thereafter may be renewed annually.

(4) If the Barmah Forest Cattleman's Association Incorporated or the Yielima Forest Grazier's Association
fails to allocate any grazing rights in the Barmah Park before 30 April in any year, the Minister may allocate
grazing rights in the Barmah Park to any person the Minister considers to be a fit and proper person to hold a
grazing right.
(5) Sub-section (3) applies to a grazing right allocated by the Minister as if any reference in that sub-section to
a grazing licence or licence were a reference to a grazing right.
(6) The total number of cattle which can be grazed in the Barmah Park under this section in any year must not
exceed(a) the number determined in respect ofthat year by the Barmah Forest Grazing Advisory Committee; or
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(b) if no number is or can be so determined, the average number of cattle grazed annuaHy on the land in the
Barmah Park over the 10 year period immediately preceding that year."

Barmah Forest Grazing Advisory Committee.
"32F. (1) There shaH be an advisory committee to be caned the Barmah Forest Grazing Advisory Committee.
(2) The Advisory Committee shall consist of eight members appointed by the Minister of whom(a) one shall be appointed by the Minister as the chairman; and
(b) there shall be persons nominated by the Barmah Forest Cattleman's Association Incorporated; and
(c) one shall be a person nominated by the Yielima Forest Grazier's Association; and

(d) there shall be officers ofthe Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands.

(3) The Advisory Committee shal1(a) exercise any functions given to it under section 32E; and
(b) advise the Minister on any matters relating to grazing in Barmah Park that it considers appropriate.

(4) A member of the Advisory Committee is not entitled to payment for acting as a member.
(5) The regulations may prescribe(a) the terms of appointment of members of the Advisory Committee; and

(b) the procedure at meetings ofthe Advisory Committee."

The purpose of the new clause is to ensure the multiple use of land within a State park, in
this instance, the Barmah State Park. The park is divided into two sections. In years gone
by, the western area has been grazed by the Barmah Forest Cattleman's Association Inc.,
and the eastern section of the park has been grazed by the Yielima Forest Grazier's
Association.
Under the new clause, those associations would jointly share the responsibility as
licensees for grazing cattle and would allocate grazing rights in both parts of the park. The
allocation would have to have the approval of the Barmah Forest Grazing Advisory
Committee, which has been in operation for approximately ten years. The committee
comprises three members of the Barmah Forest Cattleman's Association Inc., one member
of the Yielima Forest Grazier's Association and three officers of the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands.
In the past, the committee has advised the Minister of the day and the department on
the appropriate grazing levels to be undertaken in the park. The assessment of the
appropriate grazing levels is done on two occasions a year; once for the autumn and winter
grazing prior to inundation and again for the spring and summer grazing. The committee
has acted responsibly and in the interests of the Barmah Forest. The new clause provides
that that situation continue and empowers the Barmah Forest Cattleman's Association
Inc., and the Yielima Forest Grazier's Association to allocate grazing rights.
I shall refer to the statement by the Minister that three-quarters of the Barmah Forest
will still be available for grazing. I do not dispute that statement, but the Minister has
overlooked the fact that the best grass that is available to cattle is in those two sections of
the forest, especially the western area. Therefore, it is not a true indication to state that
three-quarters of the previous available grazing will still be available following the
declaration of the Barmah State Park. The Bill reduces the amount of the best grazing land
quite considerably. Therefore, the equation referred to by the Minister does not add up.
The new clause seeks to continue grazing in the Barmah Forest and the park area.
Grazing in that area has taken place for more than 150 years with no discernible detriment
to the ecology of the forest. Any honourable member who has visited the Barmah Forest
would recognise how magnificent it is. With proper controls and management by the
groups I have mentioned, grazing can continue in the future.
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-I shall make the same comment that I have
made previously: the new clause can be considered by the Minister for Conservation,
Forests and Lands when the Bill is between here and another place. The new clause creates
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some difficulties and I am in no position to make a judgment on the differences between
the areas that would be made available for grazing under the new clause as compared with
the areas made available in the Bill.
The new clause excludes reference areas. Clearly, the Opposition accepts that reference
areas should not be grazed. For management purposes, a reference area would involve an
adjacent buffer zone from which cattle would also be excluded. I suspect that in the end,
there may not be much difference between the two propositions.
The new clause also establishes an advisory committee. I am certain the Minister would
intend to establish an advisory committee on which graziers would be represented. Again,
there may not be much difference between the two points of view.
In the past twenty years, cattle numbers in the area have decreased considerably, as
have the number of agistments. Over a seven-year period the number of agistors declined
from 67 in the 1970s to 32 in 1983-84. Subject to what I have indicated, the Government
rejects the new clause.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-The Opposition accepts that it is desirable to have reference
areas that remain undisturbed by any outside influence. By having reference areas, one
can gauge the effect of no grazing, although grazing by feral animals occurs in the reference
areas as they are difficult to keep out. Ifa rabbit-proof fence is used, the growth of herbage
is considerable; however, if a fence is not rabbit-proof, there is little difference between the
vegetation inside and outside the reference areas.
The Opposition accepts that there must be reference areas so that some measure can be
made of effects, although they may not involve substantial differences or large areas. There
is also the problem, as I mentioned earlier, of excluding livestock from reference areas.
The only way I believe that is possible is by the use of electric fences erected directly after
inundation and pulled down immediately before inundation. Otherwise, it would be
impossible, even with buffer zones, to exclude livestock from those areas. Appropriate
electric fences would exclude almost all feral animals and could be effective in providing
a real reference on what is happening in the area.
The Minister has stated that he is prepared to have discussions on the proposal while
the Bill is between the two Chambers. It is important to recognise that the final decision
will be made in another place. I indicate that the Opposition will be pursuing all of its
amendments to division in another place if the Minister is not prepared to negotiate and
accept multiple use of State parks. I emphasise that I am referring to State parks as opposed
to national parks.
The new clause was negatived.
Schedule
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-I move:
6. Schedule, Part B, page 4, item (d), after "N.P. 77" insert:
"Notwithstanding the declaration of the land as a park, but subject to the Forests Act 1958, timber and minor
forest produce may be harvested".
7. Schedule, Part B, page 5, item (I), after "N.P. 81" insert:
"Notwithstanding the declaration of the land as a park, but subject to the Forests Act 1958, timber and minor
forest produce may be harvested".
8. Schedule, Part B, time (k), page 6, omit the expression beginning"Notwithstanding" and ending "1991" and insert:
"Notwithstanding the declaration of the land as a park-

(a) subject to the Forests Act 1958, timber and minor forest produce may be harvested; and
(b) bee keeping and the hunting of feral animals may be carried on.".
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The amendments reinforce the multiple use concept of State parks. In the three areas
concerned, namely, the Black Range, Arapiles-Tooan and Barmah, there have been
arguments for multiple use.
The honourable member for Lowan cogently put forward the arguments of the people
surrounding the Black Range, including land-holders, sawmillers and timber harvesters
who want to extract firewood and poles, and also the Arapiles-Tooan proposal. He detailed
the representations he had received from various individuals and groups, such as the
Victorian Farmers Federation, sawmillers and others.
I do not propose to cover the ground detailed by the honourable member for Lowan,
except to say that I support what he proposed in each case. He said that in those
representations, municipalities, the Victorian Farmers Federation, sawmillers and so forth
did not oppose the creation of the park in each case, but wanted to ensure that the local
economy was not divested of the prospect of timber harvesting, railway sleeper cutting
and the removal of minor forest products under the control of the department.
I stress that this does not refer to uncontrolled timber harvesting and removal of forest
products but activities under the control of the department. The Opposition wants to give
discretion to the department to be able to allow those activities to continue in the way
they have operated for many years.
It is in that light that I have moved the amendments to ensure the multiple use of those
parks, particularly for timber harvesting. Amendment No. 8 refers to timber harvesting
and the removal of minor forest products as well as beekeeping, which has been an ongoing
use of the park. I cannot, for the life of me, understand why beekeeping should not be
allowed in a park area. It is an extremely passive occupation. The cross pollination by the
bees must be an advantage to native plants and the produce extracted is a high-class honey
from red gum, yellow gum, grey box and yellow box.

Mr Weideman-I like yellow box.
Mr PLOWMAN-The honourable member for Frankston South has a decided
favouritism for yellow box. I do not understand why beekeeping should not be a continued
and accepted use in the park.
In relation to hunting, I point out that the area currently has wild pigs, wild dogs,
brumbies and a number of feral animals such as foxes and rabbits. I am sure the honourable
member for Niddrie would love to go shooting wild pigs! It is an area where many people
have enjoyed that recreation for many years, and it is only because of that recreation that
the population of feral animals has been kept down as it is now.
I am not suggesting that hunters should be allowed to blaze offin all directions, but they
should be allowed to operate in a controlled way to keep down the numbers of feral
animals. They will be doing the job that the Department of Conservation, Forests and
Lands will otherwise have to do. This voluntary group of hunters, who enjoy their
recreation, will contribute to the removal of feral animals in the park, which should be an
ongoing occupation.
The amendments specifically refer to feral animals because the Opposition does not
consider that duck hunting is appropriate in the park, which, as I said during the secondreading debate, is a magnificent sanctuary for birds. Duck hunting should be banned in
that area, but hunting of feral animals would be doing a service to the park and save the
department money.
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-The amendments will obviously need to be
discussed while the Bill is between here and another place, but I shall comment briefly on
beekeeping and hunting offeral animals. My understanding is that bee hunting-Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr CATHIE-I had a vision of the honourable member for Niddrie going off to hunt
bees with a bow and arrow!
Beekeeping is currently undertaken in parks and is excluded only in the reference areas.
Therefore, if I am correct, it would not require legislation. Bees are an important part of
the ecology.
The view of the Government on the hunting offeral animals is that it is not an accepted
use in the Barmah State Park because of the high conservation values, particularly for
waterfowl. The wetlands contain many roosting sites for waterfowl. It has the only
population in Victoria of the rare superb parrot, and the hunting of feral animals can be
disturbing to that sort of environment. It is purely a protective environmental measure.
An Honourable Member-And the feral cats will wipe them out in the meantime.
Mr CATHIE-Feral pigs can be just as damaging. If hunting of feral animals becomes
an issue, I am sure the advisory committee, when it is set up, or the Ministry, will consider
appropriate control measures.
If that is so, legislation would not be required. The Government takes the same view of
this amendment as it does of the others. It will not be accepted in this place but discussions
will proceed while the Bill is between here and another place.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-I thank the Minister for his contribution on the issue of
beekeeping. I am pleased to hear that that activity will be ongoing.
With regard to hunting, the Opposition's proposal is not for unlimited hunting, but for
hunting controlled by the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands. I have the
utmost faith in officers of the department ensuring that the habitat of roosting birds is not
disturbed. I urge the Minister in another place to give careful consideration to the practical
aspects of this proposal.
As I mentioned during the second-reading debate, forest harvesting has been carried out
for more than 150 years. Anyone visiting the forest area would accept that it is a magnificent
forest. If harvesting of forest products had caused degradation, that forest would be in
extremely poor shape. The forest should not be harvested in an unfettered way. However,
with controlled timber harvesting, the removal of minor forest products under the control
of officers of the department can be of value to the timber stands within the Barmah State
Park, the Black Range Park and particularly in the proposed Mount Arapiles-Tooan Park.
I strongly urge the Minister to give that careful consideration. The Liberal Party will
take that matter to division when it comes up for consideration in another place.
The amendments were negatived, and the schedule was agreed to.
The Bill was reported to the House without amendment, and passed through its remaining
stages.

HEALTH SERVICES (CONCILIATION AND REVIEW) BILL
The debate (adjourned from February 26) on the motion of Mr Roper (Minister for
Transport) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South)-The history of the Bill is that it was first intended
to be the Health Service Complaints Bill following an inquiry into complaints about health
services conducted by a subcommittee of the Social Development Committee and chaired
by the Honourable Walter Jona between 1982 and 1984.
During that inquiry, the subcommittee held a 3-day phone-in and received some 800
calls from the community. That response highlighted the problems encountered by the
public of Victoria with health services.
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The subcommittee made four lecommendations of reform: the appointment of local
complaints officers in all public health agencies; the establishme.nt of a health complaints
telephone advisory service-Health Call; a review of registration boards, and the
establishment of an independent health complaints office.
Honourable members are aware of the first two recommendations because they have
been implemented.
Honourable members are also aware that within the next few months a review of the
registration boards covered by the Bill will be made. Those boards include the Medical
Board of Victoria, the Pharmacy Board of Victoria, and the Dental Board of Victoria.
Hospital operators and providers of health services in the community put forward their
views and a draft Bill was circulated in April last year and that created much comment.
The Health Issues Centre issued an informative kit called "Health Complaints Legislation
Information Kit" which I am sure honourable members have read. It spells out the
objectives of the Bill and contains many of the inferences made at the time. The kit
provides a sheet of newspaper headlines circulating at that time and which included:
AMA vows to fight health laws.
Doctors slam 'trendy' health Bill.
New health office opposed by AMA.
Health complaints office will bring better services.
Liberals criticise health complaints search plan.
Complaints office director has super police powers, says Victoria AMA.

There were many other similar newspap

I'

headlines.

The main objections of health provi()ers to the draft Bill included: the power to enter
premises without a warrant; the requirement to produce documents without any specific
authorisation; the requirement of persons to answer questions under compulsion; the
requirement that the director or his delegate be given all the assistance they need to
exercise the powers proposed under clause 26; the power of the director to deal with
anonymous complaints and for complaints to be made by telephone; no provision for
review of decisions and procedures undertaken by the director or his delegates; and the
broad description of health services.
Prior to the proroguing of Parliament in December, a new Bill that was a revision of the
draft complaints Bill was introduced. It resulted from compromises that had been reached
by the health providers and the Government. Most health providers were aware that after
the proroguing of Parliament the Bill would need to be reintroduced. It was reintroduced
several days ago.
To facilitate Government Business, the Government has requested the agreement of
the opposition parties on the passage of certain reintroduced Bills that have not been
altered substantially. This Bill is one. I understand that only two minor amendments will
be made to it.
I imagine that many health providers will want longer time in which to examine the Bill
and I regret that they will not have that longer time while the Bill is in this House; however,
I understand they will have the opportunity of making their views known while the Bill is
between here and the other place. More detailed discussions will take place in the other
House, of which the Minister for Health is a member.
The major concern of health providers and the Australian Medical Association was the
power to enter premises. Under the new Bill a warrant must be issued by a magistrate.
This provision removes the fear that many health providers had of an inspector or
designated registered person being able to walk in to premises without any other
authorisation and request the production of documents.
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The provisions of the draft Bill were regarded as an invasion of the privacy and privilege
of responsible people in the community. It was viewed very much as an attack on the
health providers of the State. The provision engendered some emotion. It was understood
that most members of the boards listed in the schedule of the Bill would have an
understanding of these issues and would act only in the public interest and that when
complaints were made to a board the board members would take a genuine interest in the
issues and would make great efforts to ensure that both the health provider and the
complainant were satisfied. However, a reading of the report "Health C.A.L.L." gives one
an understanding that this may not always be the case. It was recognised also that the
boards do not have the appropriate investigatory procedures to deal with these problems.
A review of the report is being undertaken but I should have hoped the Government
would have waited for the results of the review before proposing legislation. This is not a
Bill to which the Liberal Party would have given priority under these circumstances. The
issues covered by the Bill have existed for many years and a report on the boards and their
structure and on health providers and the procedures involved should have been made
prior to the initiation of legislation. The experience of health providers should have been
drawn upon prior to the drafting of a Bill affecting their operations.
Of course I understand that many provisions have been suggested by health providers.
I have had discussions with the Pharmacy Board of Victoria and other boards. These
boards are happy with the provisions on legal representation and they are happy to include
in their membership representatives of the public and consumers.
One of the main objectives of the Government has been to place consumer representation
on authorities and boards throughout the State. Generally, that has worked well. It makes
the people of the State believe they are being truly represented on boards.
Most of the people on boards are not only health providers but also consumers, usually
consumers of the particular professional discipline in which they are involved. Obviously,
dentists have to have dental work done, doctors have to go to doctors and so on. Even
pharmacists sometimes have to take their own medicine or follow someone else's treatment.
Most pharmacists are reluctant to take anything because they have an inbuilt fear of their
own medicine.
In May 1986 the health call-in program was established, as a result of which the "Health
C.A.L.L." report was issued in June 1986. In two months there were 723 calls from
consumers and the calls demonstrated that SS per cent of people considered that doctors
had not given them the services that they had required and the people had difficulty
making their complaints known both to their doctors and to the bodies associated with
health providers.
The amount and quality of information given by health providers is inadequate. Some
people felt the need for litigation but did not wish to be involved because of the cost. They
wanted problems recognised and action taken. They viewed registration boards and health
institutions as not being able to provide the impartial advice required to handle complaints.
The program was staffed by people with experience in the health field. Representatives
come from the consumer affairs area, health centres, the nursing profession, the legal
profession, the rehabilitation area and the medical profession. It was almost a clearing
house.
Another problem that faces those people who oppose the Bill is that the Bill is now a
conciliation Bill rather than an investigatory Bill. The Bill gives protection against frivolous,
anonymous and vexatious complaints. The complaint process must be in writing and
complainants must establish their bona fides. Protection is given to those people who
provide health services so they can carry out their professional duties.
It is my experience as a pharmacist that people do not understand the medical discipline.
Health providers must provide the knowledge to the community so that people have some
knowledge of their medical problems. I am often amazed that many people, even after
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being treated by a doctor or after an operation still do not understand their medical
condition.
As President of the Peninsula Ostomny Association I am amazed at the lack of knowledge
among people connected with the association. The association assists in the treatment of
250 families or individuals who are ilyostomates or ostomates. We ask surgeons or
physiotherapists who attend the monthly meetings of our association to explain to those
present what is happening to their bodies. Professional people who address our meetings
are amazed at the lack of knowledge or understanding that the people have about their
operations, their medications or other medical problems. I believe this is the situation
throughout the community. People find difficulty, if they believe they have a complaint or
that they are the victim of maltreatment, in discussing the matter with the professional.
Unfortunately, many people only hear what they want to hear and even after their condition
may have been explained to them they still do not understand their problem because they
have not been prepared to face up to it.
The United States of America has experienced an enormous increase in litigation in the
medical area. I understand it is so bad that some doctors and physicians will not deliver
babies whose mothers are lawyers or who are married to lawyers because of the litigation
problem. Litigation has become an art form.
Group litigation has also increased tremendously. Social issues such as agent orange
have provided the impetus for an increase in such litigation. Medical litigation is now the
norm in the courts. Insurance premiums of the medical profession or health providers
have increased approximately 3000 per cent in a decade. Insurance companies are not
prepared to insure doctors against malpractice because of the enormous costs oflitigation.
That is the situation in the United States of America. I hope the Bill does not lead to that
sort of situation in Victoria and I do not think it will, but it could develop if people are
able to lay complaints anonymously and are not forced to make representations.
The other area of concern is that persons do not have the right to be legally represented.
An informal investigation may take place before the commission.
The definition of health services has been improved. The amendments incorporated in
the Bill encompass the areas that I have mentioned and the Liberal Party, with the
cooperation of the Australian Medical Association and the Minister for Health have been
involved in improving the Bill.
The Bill no longer allows anonymous complaints, but allows the commissioner to keep
the identity of the complainant confidential if special circumstances exist and if that is in
the complainant's interest. One can think of cases where that could be of benefit.
The commissioner has the discretion to allow representation, including legal
representation, during conciliation proceedings if in his or her opinion the proceedings
will not otherwise work effectively. No permission is required to obtain representation. In
other words, a third person can present a case to the commissioner who can take the
appropriate action.
In the second-reading speech this was described as an arm's length role between the
board and the commissioner. This basically means that the commissioner after receiving
a complaint will consider it; he will appoint a representative to investigate it and if it is
considered appropriate for the board to deal with this problem it will be given to the board
for consideration and appropriate action. That is the way in which this matter should be
handled.
The Bill includes a final clause which is a sunset clause; it provides for the expiration of
the Bill three years after its date of commencement. This will provide a great opportunity
to ascertain whether the proposed legislation can work in our community.
In three years, at least the bona fide function of the office and the function of the board
will be established. The Bill has been issued from this House and therefore it will require
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funding to allow the proposed legislation to work in the form in which it has been
presented.
In our community there are a number of costly boards, particularly in the health area.
The hospital waiting list now numbers between 30 000 and 40 000; the Government said
that the list had been issued at 32 000, but if one considers day hospitals and other elective
surgery areas the figure could be as high as 40 000.
In recent times community health centres have sprung up and they have cost up to
$700000 each to establish. There are also district boards, which have a minimal of health
provider representation and which are also consumer orientated. In other words, they can
investigate consumer problems within the health area. There has also been established
"Health C.A.L.L.", which is a health service review council to advise the Minister.
With all these added costs in the administration of health, the priorities should be to
provide hospitals and services before making complaints about them. The biggest complaint
in our community is the long list of people who are waiting for pain-relieving and elective
surgery.
The Opposition is not opposing this Bill but does not believe it appropriate at this time
that the Bill be put into operation because of the other problems in the health area.
The Bill is well prepared and it sets out its functions in readable and simple language.
The schedule lists those boards which are effected by the Bill.
In the second-reading speech the Minister said that the objective of the Bill is to enable
the users of the Victorian health services to have their complaints about those services
resolved by an independent and accessible mechanism to encourage service providers to
follow the guiding principles for providers and users in the Victorian health care system.
Great weight is put on this last principle and objective that the solving of complaints
will lead to better health care. To me, that is drawing a long bow.
Most health providers in our community are well aware of their reponsibilities as
professional people. They are no less responsible than any other person in the community
providing a service. They are well aware of their duties to the public because, in a free
enterprise system, if one does not deliver the services that people pay for one goes out of
business. That is also true for our health providers such as surgeons.
Surgeons are recommended by the general practitioners in their respective areas. They
are given status because of the work they do. Members of Parliament often have complaints
made to them about practitioners. One general practitioner is sometimes busier than the
one next door and this is so also with surgeons.
A major complaint I have in my own area is that the more skilful or the more popular
surgeons have to reduce their surgery lists and this inhibits their skills; they cannot
perform the number of operations required and sometimes patients have to wait many
weeks.
I know of one gentleman who has been refused a hernia operation four times since last
October. He is of our age, Mr Acting Speaker. You can imagine that that can be quite
painful. Perhaps we can turn the Chamber into an operating theatre so that these operations
can be performed here to help the profession.
The community is well skilled in seeking out those who have better skills or better
reputations in performing certain procedures.
In many ways the complaints area controls itself. Obviously if a surgeon cut off the
wrong leg it would be difficult to sew it back and the same situation would apply if a wrong
tooth were extracted, but if a person's filling fell out after chewing the proverbial Mintie,
then that is not so difficult to repair. The dentist can accept the complaint and replace the
filling or go through a process where he makes a judgment on what he will do.
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An enormous pyramid of consumer legislation and bureaucracy has been created to
serve the community in the consumer area. This is a negative approach. As a retailer for
many years, the "customer is always right" seemed to be a good axiom. In fact, Myer
Stores Ltd has a policy that, if one is not satisfied with a product, one can return it and be
fully refunded. There is also a 50-50 chance that a retailer will not have to refund or
replace the product because in the judgment of the Ministry of Consumer Affairs that
consumer may be unreasonable.
If I returned to the retail business I would take the approach that if a customer was not
happy with a product or the service I provided and I was directed by the Ministry of
Consumer Affairs to refund or replace the product I would be very happy to do so. There
is a body that is now making the judgment; the retailer is not making the judgment.

I am sure from the figures provided to me that there are many judgments that go with
the retail store. One would prefer to accept a loss rather than have a person go out into the
community degrading one's retail outlet or reputation. It is well worth replacing the goods.
That is the way consumer affairs operated in the community in the past.
The Bill is putting an enormous cost on the community and, in many cases, it is taking
the old approach to business away from the consumer and I believe the consumer has lost
something.
It is to be hoped that there is always room for discussion betweeen the health provider
and the recipient of his or her services. I am sure the proposed legislation will provide the
necessary framework for such discussions. The functions of the proposed Health Services
Commission are set out in clause 9 of the Bill. The clause also refers to the fact that the
commissioner may keep a record of all complaints. The Australian Medical Association
has indicated that its members will cooperate with the commissioner in maintaining such
records. It may be that in three years' time there will no longer be a need to maintain such
records.

The provision of health services is an emotional issue in the community. I refer especially
to the waiting lists for elective surgery. When I speak on the motion for the adoption of
the Address-in-Reply to the Governor's Speech, I shall take delight in reminding the
Premier of the promises of the Government to reduce hospital waiting lists. I shall also
take delight in reminding the Minister for Transport that, when he was the Minister for
Health, he claimed that Victoria had the best health system in Australia.
Clauses 16 and 17 list the matters which can be the subject of a complaint and the
manner in which a complaint can be made to the commissioner. The Opposition received
many representations from various health bodies seeking assurances from the Government
that such complaints should not be of a vexatious or frivolous nature but based upon bona
fide grounds.
The Opposition does not believe the Bill should have been introduced in such haste.
However, the Government acted in a conciliatory manner by accepting the arguments
advanced on the powers and functions of the commissioner. At this stage health providers
have not raised any major objection to the Bill. Although the Opposition does not oppose
the Bill, while the Bill is between here and another place, if any health providers raise
issues of special concern, discussions and negotiations should take place with the Minister
for Health so that, if necessary, amendments can be made to the Bill.
On the motion ofMr SIDIROPOULOS (Richmond), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until next day.
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GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-Reply
The debate (adjourned from the previous day) on the motion ofMr Pope (Monbulk) for
the adoption of an Address-in-Reply to the Governor's Speech was resumed.
Mr CULPIN (Broadmeadows)-I am pleased to make a contribution to the debate on
the motion for the adoption of an Address-in-Reply to the Governor's Speech. I congratulate
His Excellency the Governor, the Reverend Dr J. D. McCaughey, on the way he presented
his Speech. Victoria has undoubtedly been well served by His Excellency the Governor
and his charming wife, Jean.
Last year I was fortunate to attend the Uniting Church in Essendon where the Governor's
wife launched a service known as consumer link-up. The Governor's wife has endeared
herself to many residents of the area: she has a marvellous record of involvement in
helping the disadvantaged. The Governor's wife typifies the type of woman who should
be the wife of a governor. She participates in a wide arena of activities in helping the
disadvantaged.
I am pleased to say that the consumer link-up service, which provides a consumer
service for most of the residents in the northern suburbs, is working well. Anyone with a
consumer problem can seek the assistance of the service.
Regrettably, many people in society seek to rip off the consumer. It is pleasing that
Victoria has a diligent Minister for Consumer Affairs, who performs a wonderful job in
alerting the public to the problems caused by various types of misleading publicity, of
which honourable members would be well aware.
I also congratulate honourable members who have made a contribution to the debate.
Although one may agree or disagree with the comments made, the arguments advanced
reflect utterly the views of those honourable members.
I should like to comment upon the electorate of Broadmeadows. Like other honourable
members who have spoken in the debate, I shall make some comments that could be
classed as parochial. I should like to reflect upon what Broadmeadows was before the
election to office of the Labor Party and since then. I believe I am well qualified to talk on
this subject because in 1961, when I was a young man, I became a councillor on the
Broadmeadows City Council.
Until the early 1970s the Liberal Party had been in control at either the Federal or State
level. One could never knock the Liberal Party for what it did for Broadmeadows when it
was in government because it never did anything and there was a complete lack of
Government input into what was a disadvantaged area. Then Gough Whitlam was elected
Prime Minister of Australia! For the first time in its history, Broadmeadows was the
subject ofa "We care" policy.
I reflect again on what the Liberal Party did in Broadmeadows. Everyone knew that
there was no participation by the Liberal Party; its local branch did meet frequently-in
the third telephone box in Post Office Place, and that was one of its bigger branches-but
was it prepared to participate in relation to the future of Broadmeadows?
I now invite honourable members to consider what has been done by Labor Party
Governments. All of those I hoped would visit Broadmeadows have done so, and at this
stage we are awaiting and will welcome the visit of His Excellency the Governor and his
wife. As the honourable member for Whittlesea reminds me, Melbourne is a suburb of
Broadmeadows.
The Broadmeadows City Hall is one of the most beautiful buildings, and it was built on
a vote of seven to five. The situation changed. We have seen democracy at work with
progress for the City of Broadmeadows, and I am indeed proud that my name is on the
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plaque on that building and even more proud that a wonderful Labor Party politician
opened that city hall.
Mr McDonald-Who was that?
Mr CULPIN-Arthur Calwell; one of the greatest men this country has even seen in
the way he fought for the benefit of the disadvantaged. His major concern was for people
because he cared about people. At that stage we did not have a Labor Government
federally or in this State, so things did not happen where they should have happened, but
the moves took place.
Today in Broadmeadows one sees the basketball complex, which resulted from Labor
Party policy. We have a fine police and court complex. Some in Broadmeadows were not
keen about seeing that as a priority, but the conditions of the police and the courts there
were a disgrace to any responsible Government. The Cain Government took the appropriate
steps.
I reflect on the problems we have had in Broadmeadows-in particular, on the trouble
we had on the trains with "the Broady boys". At the initiative of this Government a task
force was formed in which many Ministers participated. Progress was achieved for
Broadmeadows as a result of Government consultation. Meetings were held at the city
hall. The Government was determined to make progress. I give full credit to the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services for the way in which he chaired the meetings and
directed matters for the benefit of Broadmeadows.
Broadmeadows now has a major community health services building. As well as satellites
in Coolaroo, Glenroy and Glenroy East, I am pleased to announce that the Minister for
Health will shortly open another satellite in Fawkner.
These things would never have happened without a progressive, thinking Government
at local, State and Federal levels to see that the disadvantaged were looked after. The main
concern of the Liberal Government at that time was to sell land to the Ford Motor Co.
and other industries and to feed off the people it was putting into Housing Commission
homes as work fodder-nothing more and nothing less.
I am proud to have been the inaugural Chairman of the Jacana State School Council.
Initially we had nowhere to meet at all; all we had was a lot of people, a lot of kids and a
lot of problems. I give full credit to the then honourable member for Broadmeadows,
Harold Kane, who later retired due to ill health. Honourable members will be surprised to
know that in 1960 Broadmeadows had a Liberal member. I might add that Harold Kane's
philosophies were such that he was in the wrong political party. I knew the troubles he had
in his caucus room, because he was one out with another chap called Vern Christie. I was
fairly young in those days and can only go on what older people have told me, but I
understand that they had some problems.
I am trying to illustrate some of the problems that had to be faced by people who were
genuine and sincere in trying to make Broadmeadows a better place to live in. I and others
are proud to be called "the Broady boys", to raise our families accordingly and to have a
wonderful life under a Labor Government at local, State and Federal levels.
Other buildings are going up in Broadmeadows now. Offices for the Ministry of Housing
are being erected to the south of the community health services building. The area is
becoming the heart of Broadmeadows.
Nevertheless, some matters still have to be faced and I know the Government will face
them. It is regrettable that the redevelopment of the Broadmeadows railway station will
not go on as had been hoped, because of the lack of preparedness of private enterprise to
put in a dollar.
It was hoped that the complex would include a theatre complex. Indeed, at one stage
the people of Broadmeadows were concerned that they might be in the hands of a bingo
entrepreneur who believed he could do a good job if there were to be a bingo hall in the
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complex. I recall when bingo was introduced into Victoria by the Liberal Government,
and I believe it is no longer functioning in the spirit in which it was introduced. It is no
fault of this Parliament that certain things happened. Sometimes we are in the position of
trying to straighten out what might not have been the correct thing to do at the time.
I recall the traffic problems in Pascoe Vale Road. I mentioned Government consultation
earlier. I have here the first information bulletin dated 1 January 1984 dealing with the
Pascoe Vale Road relief study. Everybody knew of the concern about that road and the
fact that it carried too much traffic, especially in the form of heavy semitrailers heading
up to New South Wales and places north. Something had to be done. When I entered
Parliament in the late 1970s, I raised the matter, and I give full credit to the then Minister
of Transport, the honourable member for Berwick, who came out to see the problem at
first hand.
I respect any Minister of the Crown, particularly if he or she intends to help
Broadmeadows. I give credit to the now honourable member for Berwick who did arrive.
Unfortunately, unbelievable as it seems, it was one of those rare occasions on which there
was hardly a car or a truck on Pascoe Vale Road. I have a feeling that the honourable
member for Doncaster organised something so that all the cars and trucks would be off
the road on that occasion.
When the crunch came, nothing happened about that matter. It was shelved to be looked
at later on, and it was not until 1983 that the Minister of Transport-at that time Mr Steve
Crabb-announced that the Government was prepared to commit up to $13 million to
build the road. Community involvement is important. Mr Crabb, now the Minister for
Labour, stressed that studies should involve communities, and therefore numerous
meetings took place on what should and should not be done in relation to relief of traffic
on Pascoe Vale Road.
At this stage, it is possible that the R5 Freeway will relieve some of the traffic congestion.
The amount of money concerned may not come forward until the latter part of 1989 but
the point is that the Government consulted with and made it clear that it cares about the
people of Broadmeadows, whether it be Charlie in the street, the boy scouts or whoever.
Everybody was encouraged to consult with the Government.
Also on the topic of consulting, one must not forget one of the problem areas to the west
of Broadmeadows within the electorate of Keilor, represented by Mr Seitz. The problem
concerns industrial waste. Cleanaway has decided to pull out from that project and because
the Government is concerned to do something about industrial waste, the appropriate
Minister, the Minister for Water Resources, and the City ofCoburg have worked diligently
to ensure that everything possible is done for the benefit of the citizens who reside in the
electorates of Broadmeadows and Keilor. Full credit should go to Cr Frank Cox of the
City ofCoburg also. The relief provided at present is only temporary. It is intended by the
Government that a more permanent solution will be put into place but in the short term,
that industrial waste dump will be there for the benefit of the State.
Let us be clear about one thing: who would one rather have looking after something like
waste disposal? Cleanaway, or the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works? I know
the reply.
I spent seventeen years in local government and I can remember that I was given a
farewell after those seventeen years. I learnt one thing about farewells and that is that if
you are given one, it is to make sure that you do not come back. I recall that, on the
occasion of my farewell, I remarked that I regretted that I had not served twenty years on
the local council, in which case I would have received a gold watch. I shall never forget the
late Jack Ginifer yelling out, "What are you going off crook about Culpin? You've got a
gold pass". Those are the sorts of things that one well remembers.
Having a great interest in local government, of course I believe emphatically in the one
vote, one value system. It is waht is called democracy. To his eternal credit, the Minister
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for Local Government is currently working on the boundaries of the cities. If one takes
the time to study statistics on local government, one finds that in some areas, 10 per cent
of the population is in one ward and 60 per cent is in another. Some people say that that
is democracy, but at least we know that the Government cares and we are consulted in
relation to those external boundaries.
Even in Broadmeadows, 19 per cent of the vote is in one ward and 31 per cent is in
another. The Government believes in the one vote, one value principle and is trying to do
something about it.
One could not disagree with the one vote, one value system for State and Federal
distribution also. The Speaker and I were rather concerned recently because all of a sudden
the places that we represented were gone, but nobody can stop progress and democracy
and nobody can object to the principle of one yote, one value.
A time period should be introduced during which authorities should ensure that the
principle of one vote, one value applies; but that has not yet happened in the State and
Federal arenas.
In the Governor's Speech, on page 7, one reads that all Government agencies are being
required to pursue the goals of social justice. In the next paragraph it is stated that this
necessarily includes fair, efficient, accessible services, the protection of citizens' rights and
the extension of the individual's democratic right to influence decisions that affect him or
her. That is what it is all about. The Government has always been proceeding down that
path and consulting with the people because it cares about the people of Victoria.
I refer now to a problem concerning, I am sure, every honourable member. It is the
problem of drugs, be they wet or dry. On Tuesday, the Federal Minister for Health stated
that liquor is the fourth worst health problem in Australia. I would not disagree with the
honourable member for Dandenong when he states his concern about the problem. I
would be the last person to condemn any honourable member for having a drink, but it is
important to examine the effects on young people. When one sees the misleading packaging
starting to appear on the market, one can only be thankful that the Government acted to
prevent it because young people are so easily influenced and so easily intoxicated.
On Monday last, on one of those rare occasions when I was not at a meeting, there was
a program on Channel 2 presented by Peter Couchman. It was one of the best put together
documentaries I have seen. It quite clearly showed the problems associated with the young
and what happens to the young. It is a big thing to get whacked. I know that Opposition
members who live on the other side of the Yarra talk a different language from mine at
times.
It was a very enlightening documentary. Peter Couchman got the message across.
Indeed, if he had not got the message across there was a representative of the liquor
industry present who was obviously one of the people paid to make sure that people drink
more booze, and he had the audacity to say that those young people are only dole bludgers,
or words to that effect, and that all that was needed was more law enforcement; if that
were present the problem would not exist. Therefore, let the young people drink the
product and they can be thrown into gaol.

Any progressive thinking person knows that is not so. A lot of people care, and that is
why the Government is here-it cares. We have to be concerned about these problems,
whether they concern the wet drug or the dry drug. Not only in Victoria, but throughout
Australia there would be few families who have not been affected by some form of drug. I
relate an instance of a young woman who had all the problems of addiction. She had a
little boy named Timmy. I saw that young girl go through all the stages of addiction. I saw
her go to gaol for theft, for prostituting herself to get the drugs of addiction and, indeed, I
was there the day she was cremated after taking an overdose.
The regrettable part of the story is that so many of the young people who were there and
who were her friends were hooked on that type of addiction and they do not really
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understand that there are people in the community who are trying to help them. That case
was very close to me. I am sure other honourable members know of cases that are close to
them.
Every Parliament in the Commonwealth should not pay only lip-service to the problem,
but play it for real. Regrettably, legally and illegally, it is a billion dollar business. Many
people in this industry get work out of it legally, whether they be magistrates, police or
social workers. They do a job that is required of them. If the offenders are convicted and
go to the appropriate institutions, there are people there looking after them.
Everybody knows the amount of money involved in the illegal distribution of drugs.
Everybody knows what drug abuse can do to a human being. None of us can bury our
heads in the sand with this problem. If it is not stopped, society as we know it will no
longer continue.
Mr COOPER (Mornington)-I am delighted to be able to play a role in the Address-inReply debate. At the outset I congratulate the honourable member for Broadmeadows on
his contribution, particularly the latter part of his speech which came from the heart and
expressed the views of many members of this Parliament. His words can be listened to
and acted upon, and if they are acted upon by Parliament, we will all be doing something
good for this State and, indeed, for this nation.
I express my greetings and felicitations to Her Majesty the Queen on behalf of myself
and the people of the electorate of Mornington and, at the same time, express my best
wishes to the Governor and to Mrs McCaughey. At some stage over the next two years I
hope the Governor and his wife will be able to pay a visit to my electorate, where they will
be very welcome. It will be something that the people of my electorate will look forward
to.
The Speech by the Governor was disappointing in a number of aspects. I want to address
some remarks-particularly in line with some of the matters for which I have some
responsibility-to the omissions from the Governor's Speech that are being addressed by
Opposition members. In general terms, we are concerned with some of the matters that
have been omitted rather than those that were addressed.
It was notable, for example, that the Speech failed to address in any substantial way the
crisis in the health area, which is well documented and well known to the people of this
State. I expect they would believe that the Governor's Speech on the reopening of
Parliament after proroguing would have addressed some words to the people on what the
Government will do about that crisis.

Similarly, the pronounced inability of the Government to protect Victorians against
increased lawlessness was not addressed. That was a notable omission, and one that would
be of grave concern to the people of this State.
The Speech gave rhetorical importance to the so-called social justice strategy of the
Government. The honourable member for Broadmeadows mentioned the reference in the
Governor's Speech to:
... the protection of citizen's rights, and the extension of the individual's democratic right to influence decisions
that affect him or her.

That was one of the key parts of the Government's so-called social justice strategy. It is
intriguing to me that the Government found it necessary to put that statement into the
Governor's Speech. I do not know why the Government felt it necessary to state with such
emphasis a basic democratic right. Perhaps that emphasis was needed when one considers
the Government's record over the past two years, although one would have expected that
the basic rights of citizens in a democracy and in this State would have been accepted as a
normal thing.
The council amalgamation question is one that certainly the Premier tried to put to
bed-in fact, he tried to put it into a grave. The latter actIOns of the Government, and
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particularly the latter actions of the Minister for Local Government, show that it is not a
dead issue; it is an issue that refuses to go away.
In a moment, Mr Acting Speaker, I shall refer to a matter in the Geelong area in which
I am sure you, as one of the members in that general area, will be interested. You might
perhaps draw it to the attention of the Minister so that he can negate the actions he has
instituted. It is a matter which will put the Government back on a path that it would not
like to be on once again.
One has only to go back in time to recall that the Government's desire to force
amalgamations of municipalities in this State was bound up with its political ambitions to
create bigger politically dominated units of Government. It was clear the Government
was intent on ignoring community opinion. It was not interested although, of course, it
paid lip-service to it.
When one looks at the poll that was conducted in Traralgon in August 1985, which
resulted in a 74 per cent "No" vote against council amalgamations, one realises that the
Minister's reaction to the poll and his subsequent statement showed that the Government
was intent upon following a pattern that did not meet community aspirations or basic
democratic views.
The Minister for Local Government made statements such as, "Choose your partners
or I shall choose them for you". That was an indication that the Government was in
serious trouble. Members of the opposition parties were amazed at the length of time it
took for the penny to drop and for the Minister and the Premier to recognise that they
were doing themselves tremendous damage by continuing with the local government
amalgamation issue.
Mr Acting Speaker, this issue is also of concern to residents of Geelong and the Bellarine
Peninsula. The Shire of Barrabool is concerned about what the Minister for Local
Government and the Minister for Planning and Environment are trying to do about
council amalgamations. The shire wanted to build some new municipal offices but it
delayed the construction of those offices for two years while the amalgamation issue was
being debated.
After the amalgamation issue was resolved the shire decided to proceed with its plan.
The Geelong Regional Commission agreed with the granting of a permit but the matter
has been held up by the Minister for Planning and Environment. He has not issued the
planning permit despite the fact that the Geelong Regional Commission recommended
that a permit be granted. The Minister has delayed the matter because he received a letter
from the Minister for Local Government asking for that to be done until the boundaries
of the municipalities of Barrabool, South Barwon and Winchelsea are examined.
It is extraordinary that the Government is using the planning processes of this State to
delay the erection of new municipal offices for the Shire ofBarrabool.

Mr Shell-The City of South Barwon asked for it.
Mr COOPER-The honourable member for Geelong is correct, but he should recall
the statement of the Premier on 5 September 1986 when he said that no amalgamation
would proceed unless all municipalities affected by it were in agreement. The Government,
the people of Geelong, South Barwon and Winchelsea and especially the residents of the
Shire of Barrabool are not in favour of amalgamation. It is clear that this issue has been
used as a weapon to frustrate the desires of the Shire of Barrabool and its citizens.

My colleague, the honourable member for South Barwon, will address this issue in some
detail during his contribution to the Address-in-Reply debate. The Government should
take some immediate action about this matter. The Premier should call in the Minister
for Local Government and the Minister for Planning and Environment and force them to
toe the line. The Premier should stop the Minister for Planning and Environment riding

358

ASSEMBLY

4 March 1987

Governor's Speech-Address-in-Rep/y

roughshod over the properly constituted rights of the Shire of Barrabool by using the
planning mechanisms.
There is no doubt that during the debate on the amalgamation issue the Government
was attempting to ride roughshod over municipalities, but they resisted and, for the time
being, beat off their attacker-the Cain Labor Government. However, there is no surety
that that position will remain because the Government cannot be trusted.
Despite the press release of the Premier on 5 September last year, it is clear from the
actions of the Minister for Local Government and the Minister for Planning and
Environment that his promise can be broken at a moment's notice.
When speaking about broken promises and local government, I am reminded of the
most obvious broken promise-that affecting library funding. Some of the best duckshoving
and waltzing around the issue ever witnessed in this Chamber over the past few years has
emanated from the Minister for the Arts. Members of the Government backbench have
attempted to crawl under rocks and hide from this important issue.
When the Labor Government came to office the contribution towards library running
costs was on the basis of 40 per cent by the State Government and 60 per cent by
municipalities. Since that time the Government's contribution has been reduced to 35 per
cent, and with the $2 million reduction that will now take place in this year's Budget the
Government will meet only 29 per cent of the ongoing running costs of municipal libraries
in Victoria.
It is clear that the Government intends to reduce its contribution to municipal libraries
even further in the following year. That 29 per cent contribution will decrease even further,
despite the many promises of the Minister for the Arts between 1981 and 1986 that the
Government's contribution will be on a 50/50 basis each year. Before the Cain Government
took office the Minister promised that library funding between the Government and
municipalities would be equal. That promise was repeated prior to the 1985 election but
each year the contribution has been reduced.

The Minister for the Arts will be the first Minister in the history of Victoria since the
second world war to reduce the library subsidy not only in actual dollars but also in real
terms. The Minister will go down in history as the man who crushed the Victorian library
system. Yet the Minister has the gall and hide to stand up in this House and say, "What
the heck is 50/50 funding about?" The Minister made promises from 1981 to 1986 about
50/50 funding, but in 1987 he asks what that promise meant. What an incredible man is
this puffed-up Minister who has attempted to get votes through false promises. He received
votes at two successive elections but he has backed away from his promise and has let
down hundreds of thousands of Victorians.
Almost 50 per cent of Victorians are re~stered library users. The Minister's broken
promise will be sheeted home in some margInal seats at the next election. The honourable
member for Bendigo West and Government members holding other marginal seats will
be in difficulty.
Mr Kennedy-What is your policy?
Mr COOPER-The Opposition is not talking about policies; it is concerned with
broken promises. Perhaps that is something the honourable member for Bendigo West
does not understand.
I now turn to another areas of maladministration and mismanagement, which might
also interest the honourable member for Bendigo West. The declarations of Campbell's
Cove at Werribee and Sunnyside Beach at Mt Eliza as optional dress beaches must go
down as two of the worst decisions that could ever be made in the local government area.
I understand that there may be a move to rename Campbell's Cove as "Coghill's Folly"
and Sunnyside Beach as "Simmonds' Slip" because they are potential disaster areas. Those
beaches are an insult not only to the people who do not wish to use nude beaches but also
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to the people who will use them. No facilities have been provided at either beach and no
effort has been made to provide them.
Both beaches are totally inadequate. The declaration of Campbell's Cove as a venue for
nude bathing must be a sick joke! It is being described that way in the electorate represented
by the honourable member for Werribee, as he would know. I am sure in his more honest
moments he would agree with that description.
The beach has a strip of dirt with a piece of scrub at the back which is a breeding ground
for tiger snakes. In front of that, there is dead seaweed and 20 to 30 metres of muddy, dirty
water. Alongside it there is an overshoot of a rifle range and a drain pouring out. Further
along is the flight path of the Point Cook air base. A charming place!
Further around the bay is the Sunnyside North beach, which has no toilet facilities
nearby and no rubbish collection facilities. It will cost some millions of dollars to provide
those facilities because it will be necessary to acquire private land. The Minister was
informed of that fact both before and after the declaration. However, he has refused to
budge.
The Minister offered the shires of Barrabool, Werribee and Mornington $50 000 between
them to provide the necessary facilities for those beaches. What an insult; what a joke!
The Minister could not organise a banana cart! He has made a shambles of this matter.
He has disgraced himself to everyone who is a beach user and a beach lover. The Minister
has not made people who wish to use beaches for nude bathing happy. The pleas that have
been made to the Minister, the Premier and any other member of the Government have
been ignored. The Minister continues to ride roughshod over the rights of people in this
State.
The Minister was frightened to disclose the reports on which he based his decisions.
Under the Freedom of Information Act, I requested copies of the reports, but my request
was rejected on the grounds that the reports have been declared Cabinet documents and,
therefore, would not be released. The reports are hardly reports on which the future of the
State rides. The people of Victoria have a right to see them because they would disclose
on what grounds the Minister declared Campbell's Cove at Werribee and Sunnyside North
beach at Mt Eliza as nude beaches.
The reports would disclose that the Minister has, once again, demonstrated his total
incompetence, ineptness and inability to manage his portfolio and make a decent decision
on where nude beaches should be created. The future for local government in Victoria
with that type of Minister and this Government is not a happy one.
Local government has the spectre of a campaign of financial attrition-the fiscal
payback-by a frustrated and revengeful Government that has not got over the fact that it
was beaten by "people power" in its quest to forcibly amalgamate councils.
Local government faces the prospect of a new Local Government Act, which, in its draft
form, contains many amendments that will be rejected by councils and local communities
around the State. If the amendments are passed, they will be used by the Government as
a vehicle for some of its crazy, loony, left-wing socialist philosophies which are so beloved
by the dominant left-wing faction that runs this Government. It is no wonder that local
government is concerned about its future and its relationship with the Government.
The Governor's Speech concluded by stating:
My Government takes satisfaction from its achievements.

Throughout the electorate I represent and throughout Victoria, such a statement will be
regarded with disbelief, and in many areas, with hostility.
The broken promises of the Government have resulted in broken futures for many
people. In five years, the Government's high taxing, big borrowing and big spending
policies have brought this State to the edge financial ruin.

or
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I now refer to the traditional twin indicators of our economic health-the building and
car industries. In 1985, there were 175040 new vehicle registrations; in 1986, the figure
was 141 084. That is a decrease in twelve months of 32 956-a decrease of 18·9 per cent.
In 1985, there were 31 646 new housing commencements, and in 1986, there were
28 162, which represents a decrease of 3464. That is a decrease of 11 per cent since 1985.
Those indicators clearly show that there is something wrong with the economy and that
the Government should be taking action to correct the problem. However, the Government
is not doing that. It is presiding over an economy that is winding down, and it is taking no
action.
Victoria is the State with the largest public sector debt in the country. At 30 June 1986,
Victoria's total public sector debt was $19·3 billion. That debt has increased by 69 per cent
since 1982. At the end of the 1986 fiscal year, the annual servicing costs of that debt were
$2·1 billion or $500 for every man, woman and child in Victoria.
Victoria is the highest taxed State in the country with every man, women and child in
Victoria bearing a tax burden of$931 a year. That has increased by 66 per cent since 1982.
Victoria's inflation rate of 10·2 per cent is the highest in Australia. Since 1982, the
cumulative rate of inflation has increased by 46 per cent.
What have we seen for all of this high taxing, high borrowing and big spending-a
bloated bureaucracy which has replaced services to people. We have seen broken promises
becoming the record of this Government in transport, health, law and order, education,
housing and, of all things, municipal libraries. Members of the Government are comforting
each other with soothing rhetoric and self-congratulation. However, the public has been
fooled twice by the Labor Party and, at the next State election, it will not be fooled again.
Mr KENNEDY (Bendigo West)-I add my support to the comments made by other
honourable members. I commence my contribution to the debate by highlighting the
significant role the Victorian Government has played in redeveloping and reviving the
public transport system of the State. As a member representing a country electorate, I can
say with some pride that there has been a dramatic improvement in public transport
services under the Cain Labor Government. That is particularly noticeable with the
improvements in the transport of the products of primary industry, especially grain.
A dramatic achievement was scored last year when, for the first time in the history of
Victorian State Governments, the Government actually reduced the cost of freighting
grain by rail. As a result, there was an average decrease of 5 per cent last year in the cost of
freighting grain charged to grain growers. That dramatic improvement is particularly
welcomed in view of the serious difficulties that have been faced by many primary
producers, especially in wheat growing areas.
The Victorian Government, V/Line and all those who worked with the Minister for
Transport to bring about that improvement deserve the strongest commendation. It also
highlights the role played by the railway unions. The improvement in the charging for
grain freight is especially noticeable in certain areas.
For example, in Bridgewater the cost of freighting wheat has decreased by $3. 15 a
tonne, or 15·4 per cent. At Dunolly, a significant complex in my electorate, charges for
freighting grain have decreased by 15·07 per cent or $2.75 a tonne. That is a welcome
improvement. At Moolort grain freighting rates have been reduced by $4.75 a tonne or
26·03 per cent; and at Shelbourne grain freighting rates have been decreased by $4.05 or
20· 72 per cent.
Mr Brown interjected.
Mr KENNEDY- The honourable member who would be transport Minister ifhis party
were in government is interjecting. He is the person who would systematically destroy the
railways. He has already spoken out publicly in support of the National Party demand
that employment levels in V/Line be slashed by 50 per cent, a reduction of 7000 jobs.
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In respect of the Grain Elevators Board central area, in which the Bendigo West electorate
is located, there has been a saving of$1 million in respect of wheat delivered to the silos.
That dramatic achievement has been brought about, not by propaganda, gimmicks and
brainless interjections of the kind honourable members are characteristically hearing from
the honourable member for Malvern, but by solid hard work by a Government that has
set out to revive and regenerate the railways after years of systematic strangling by the
former Government.
The Government has injected unprecedented amounts of money into capital works
programs and has provided new locomotive systems, wagons and block trains, as well as
central receival points. It has carried out a complete overhaul on a scale never attempted
by previous Governments, which set out deliberately to wind down the railways. The
improvements have been brought about also by the cooperation of unions in the
introduction of two-man crewing and a rationalisation of shunting procedures. The
dramatic and welcome change is appreciated throughout country Victoria because it shows
a Government at work performing efficiently and effectively, and it proves that public
transport can produce results, increase productivity and guarantee its own future.
It is because of results of that kind that the rail system now being streamlined by the
Government continues to enjoy a strong and sound future. What would the policy of the
opposition parties be? The honourable member for Gippsland West, the shadow Minister
for Transport, has indicated in the past that he favours the National Party policy of
eliminating 7000 or 50 percent of V/Line jobs. He is at the table now and has the
opportunity of saying something intelligent if he wishes to do so. If he makes a comment
I shall make sure it is picked up and recorded in Hansard. Am I correct or incorrect in
saying that the Liberal Party fancies an elimination of 7000 jobs in V/Line?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ernst)-Order! I remind the honourable member that
interjections are disorderly.
Mr KENNEDY-The honourable member for Gippsland West does not know where
he stands. Last year the Liberal Party spelt out a clear-cut policy, a policy decision of the
State council, to hand over large sections of the grain freight to road transport. That party
would systematically de regulate grain freight and ensure that V/Line dwindles away as it
used to when it was in office in earlier days.
The National Party has also made statements indicating that it favours large-scale cuts
in employment levels in V/Line, and some National Party politicians have even said that
they would like railways to be run by private enterprise.
The Opposition has a mania for privatisation. Liberal Party members around the nation
have generally been in retreat in the past twelve months over privatisation, but the Leader
of the Opposition in Victoria remains a devoted fanatic of privatisation. His party would
sell anything, whether it be a gaol, the zoo or the State Bank. Ifit had its way, it would also
sell the railways.
The Government has also made significant achievements in State Government charges.
For example, in 1981-82 Grain Elevators Board charges for grain growers increased by a
massive 29 per cent. This year the increase is a mere 6 per cent. In 1980-81, under the
Liberal Government, V/Line rates for freighting grain increased by 18 per cent. The
situation improved slightly before the election in 1981-82 when the increase was 14 per
cent. By comparison, as I indicated earlier, my Government has achieved an average
decrease of 5 per cent in V/Line freight handling charges.
In the last year of the Liberal Government State Electricity Commission charges increased
by 17 per cent. In 1982, soon after the Labor Party came to office, a report resulting from
actions of the former Government by Mr Ziebler advocated an increase of 31 per cent in
State Electricity Commission charges. In addition, in the last year of the Liberal
Government, gas charges increased by 19 per cent. The Labor Government has ensured
that increases in those charges do not exceed consumer price index increases.
Session 1987-13
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The Cain Government has also established the Office of Rural Affairs. It has set out to
employ a total of 23 people who will develop a specialised liaison between the Government
and the rural community. Fourteen of those people have been appointed, including those
in the Bendigo and Ballarat areas. The Lloyd report on rural economics covered a wide
range of aspects. It is currently under consideration and the Government is still receiving
comments and examining the subject.
In the history of this State there has never been, at any stage, such a comprehensive,
integrated and effective approach to the scourge of salinity as that which has been adopted
by the Cain Government. The Cain Government is the first Government in the history of
Victoria to have mounted a campaign against salinity on a level equal to the dimensions
of the problem.
The Government has now indicated that it is mounting a campaign over a five-year
period, not year by year, with total allocations involving $90 million. That is spectacular
work by a capable, competent and thoroughly efficient Government that understands the
needs and problems and responds accordingly. It is a tremendous achievement, and not
even the most desperate knockers on the Opposition side of the House have been able to
say a word.
The Government's policy on salinity is a good policy and it is widely respected in the
Bendigo area. When one looks back to the 1985 State election, one finds that the Liberal
Party did not have a policy on salinity. The Liberal Party policy did not devote a single
.
cent to the tackling of salinity problems.
Mr John interjected.
Mr KENNEDY-It is good to see that the honourable member for Bendigo East has
now decided to register an emphatic presence in the Legislative Assembly of a kind
hitherto unseen. That honourable member has a few hang-ups about Government spending.
I request that when he rises on some later occasion to spell out Liberal Party policy, that
he indicate which of the Government projects currently being undertaken in Bendigo he
thinks the Government ought not have undertaken. As he has such an objection to
Government spending and to capital works, let him inform us whether he opposes the
building of the Bendigo police station, the Bendigo fire station or the White Hills Primary
School.
Mr John interjected.
Mr KENNEDY-The tragedy of this presentation tonight is that it is recorded only on
paper and not on sound. It would be magnificent to record for posterity such an elephantine
bellow as that which honourable members have just heard.
I ask the honourable member for Bendigo East, when he makes his contribution to the
Address-in-Reply debate, to inform honourable members which of the magnificent building
works in Bendigo that have been undertaken in the past five years he would not have had
the Government build. Honourable members know that he has a personal hang-up about
building public housing.
Honourable members interjecting.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ernst)-Order! The interjections are becoming too
disorderly. I ask the House to come to order.
Mr KENNEDY-I shall highlight some of the other excellent steps that have been taken
by the Victorian Government to improve the situation of services and facilities in country
Victoria. They include developments such as the regionalisation of services, including the
regionalisation of health services. This is the first Government to decentralise public
servants in the Health Department to Bendigo. That is a great achievement. Eventually
some twenty health staff in Bendigo will cover the region-there are already fourteen.
That provides localised power and localised access to personnel. The Liberal Party believes
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all the work the Government has done in decentralising power to the country should be
stopped-packed up and sent back to Melbourne.
For the first time, a Government has provided a real input into health at a district level.
The Opposition has indicated that it wants only the official positions covering the medical
professions and public hospitals and it would like to close down the district health councils.
The Opposition wants to scrap the ID-year plan which has established strategic centres in
Bendigo, Castlemaine and Maryborough. It wants to remove the Public Service
improvements made by the Government.
The Opposition believes that public sector expenditure cuts of 16 per cent should be
made. This was spelt out by the Liberal Party at an earlier time and it has not diverged
from that policy. That would mean the elimination of 600 Public Service jobs in Bendigo.
Mr LEIGH (Malvern)-On a point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, I ask the honourable
member for Bendigo West whether he is prepared to table the document from which he
appears to be reading.
Mr KENNEDY (Bendigo West)-I am not quoting from documents. I do not intend to
make my labours available to the mindless honourable member for Malvern. I do not
intend to table my document. I shall continue.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ernst)-Order! There is no point of order. The
honourable member is not quoting from a document.
Mr Leigh-He is reading!
Mr John interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member for Bendigo East can speak
next if he wishes.
Mr KENNEDY- Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. I shall continue with some of the
important achievements that the Government has also brought about in the area of youth
training.
Mr JOHN (Bendigo East)-On a point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, the honourable
member for Bendigo West is clearly reading page after page from a written press release. I
ask him to produce the document for the House to examine.
Mr SIMPSON (Niddrie)-On the point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, the honourable
member for Bendigo West has two sheets of A4 size paper in his hand. He has now been
speaking for some 16 minutes. It is physically impossible for him to have been reading for
that time. Obviously he has some headings and some figures; in other words, copious
notes. In the eleven years I have been privileged to be a member of this place, that is all
that is necessary for an honourable member to use for speech notes.
Mr LEIGH (Malvern)-On a further point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, it has always
been the practice of this House that when any honourable member asks another honourable
member to table a document in Parliament, that that honourable member makes the
document available to the House. I ask the honourable member for Bendigo West to do
so.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ernst)-Order! The honourable member is obliged to
make the document available only ifhe is quoting from that document. Is the honourable
member for Bendigo West quoting from a document?
Mr KENNEDY (Bendigo West)-Not at all.
The ACTING SPEAKER-Order! Therefore, I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr KENNEDY (Bendigo West)-Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker, I respect your
judgment and decision on the subject.
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I point out also the important role the Government is playing through the development
of apprenticeships. This is a great achievement because in the past two financial years we
have seen, once again, dramatic improvements in apprenticeship enrolments in T AFE
colleges, in particular.
Mr Leigh interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ernst)-Order! The honourable member for Malvern
has again interjected. I shall not hesitate to take action ifhe does so again.
Mr KENNEDY (Bendigo West)-It was pleasing to see a 50 per cent increase in firstyear enrolments of apprentices at the Bendigo T AFE college. That is a significant
improvement and one that is welcomed in Bendigo.
I pay tribute to the schemes introduced by the Government to provide apprenticeship
opportunities for young people who, in many cases, have been finding it difficult to obtain
apprenticeship training. As a result of the State additional apprenticeship scheme, a total
of 59 young people in the Bendigo area are undertaking apprenticeships. That is a significant
contribution to training opportunities and involves a commitment by the Victorian
Government of some $3·5 million to specialised apprenticeship training in the Bendigo
area.
I record also the contribution of the Government in ensuring that State funds are
available to make it possible for 50 per cent of young people to go on from Year 12 at
school to undertake tertiary education. As a result of that policy, last year an extra 1500
positions were created at tertiary institutions and this year some 1300 positions will be
created in tertiary institutions.
In both cases, the Bendigo College of Advanced Education has been willing and able to
share in making those opportunities available to young people. As a result of those projects
and, of course, the important development of nursing training at the Bendigo College of
Advanced Education, the enrolment of students at the college this year will be at a record
level. It is expected to be some 2200 equivalent full-time positions compared with just
under 2000 last year. That is a welcome progress and the sort of work that is done by a
good, hard-working, efficient and capable Government.
I pay tribute to the work performed by the Government in the development of public
housing in the Bendigo area. As one witnesses the context in which this policy is unfolding,
one notes that by comparison with the last year the Liberal Government was in office, the
total number of houses and loans for people to buy houses this year will be tripled. In the
last year in office of the Liberal Party, there was a total of 1700 house hand-overs and
loans. By comparison, this year the total number will be 5300.
The honourable member for Bendigo East has complained about the waiting list for
public housing. I do not know why he has complained because he does not believe in
people being offered public housing and if he had his way there would not be a single
public housing unit available in the Bendigo area.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNEDY- There has never been such a campaign against public housing by a
member representing a Bendigo electorate of the kind now being conducted by the
honourable member for Bendigo East. Having been involved in issues affecting Bendigo
for many years I know that, no matter how conservative Liberal Party members of
Parliament for this area, they have always taken pride in the building of public housingexcept the honourable member for Bendigo East.
The development of public housing in the Bendigo area has not only provided people
with housing but has also created jobs in the area. As I said, past Liberal Party members
representing Bendigo have always thought this development to be marvellous but, under
the new representation of the honourable member for Bendigo East, opposition is being
expressed to the construction of public housing. All I can say to the Government is that it
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should continue its building program. It will always have my support and the support of
the Bendigo community.
As a result of the support shown by the Bendigo community there has been a dramatic
increase in the building of public housing; in the first term of office of the Government, an
additional 255 houses were made available in Bendigo, a 35 per cent increase in public
rental accommodation. Further, recently 100 elderly person units were constructed or are
under construction. This has led to a dramatic improvement in the Bendigo and
Castlemaine areas. There has been an injection of State Government moneys of$4 million
in elderly person housing. Most people consider that this is very good for the community.
I say that it is good and the community of Bendigo says that it is good but one or two
members of the opposition parties do not want it. They may have some good reasons but,
so far, I have not heard them.
In the area of industry development I pay particular tribute to the innovative policies
of the Government in holding discussions with individual firms in Bendigo and throughout
country Victoria to analyse their needs and support development programs suitable for
those needs. Wherever a development has offered the chance of jobs and other growth
opportunities the Government has got behind the firm to facilitate the development. This
policy was introduced by the Government in 1984. It is excellent. As a result of offering
development packages to individual firms, since 1984, 103 firms have been assisted
throughout the State by more than $40 million. The program has included 74 firms and
an injection of$32 million of State funds in country Victoria. It has meant an injection of
new capital, new confidence and new growth in Bendigo and throughout country Victoria.
I am pleased that the Government has continued the development of the Victorian
Economic Development Corporation as a major vehicle for the economic development of
the State. When the Labor Party Government obtained office the corporation was operating
at $11 million; its total commitment in loan funds to industries throughout Victoria in
1985-86 was $122 million. A colossal improvement has been made to development in
country areas which has led to growth of rural areas and job opportunities. The Labor
Party Government is achieving this. Bendigo has benefited from an injection of those
funds into the development of its region.
I very much appreciate the strong commitment of the Government, which was
demonstrated in the Governor's Speech; to the growth of tourism in Victoria. It is of great
significance to Bendigo and central Victoria. One great project has been under way in the
Maldon area. Funds have been committed to the development of a tourist information
centre and a mining information centre at Dunolly. Funding was made available also for
a long overdue tourist information centre at Kangaroo Flat. Even members of the National
Party have considered this to be a good development and have used the centre to publicise
their meetings at Kangaroo Flat when they have come to Bendigo to attack the
Government's tourism initiatives. It is fine recognition of what the Government is doing.
The Government is also assisting in the Central Deborah tourist mine, which is one of the
greatest achievements of the Bendigo area and of central Victoria.
The Government is committed to supporting the Chinese museum in Bendigo and I
pay tribute to those who have fostered this great development. It causes me some regret
that there has not been a cooperative, positive approach by the opposition parties to this
museum. Unfortunately, last year the area was visited by the Liberal Party's tourism
spokesman who basically said that the Liberal Party could not support the establishment
of the Chinese museum at Bendigo; rather, he made some strange noises about the
establishment of a Chinese museum at Ballarat in preference.
It was clear that the Liberal Party was not prepared to support this major community
initiative at Bendigo. It is significant both for the Chinese history of Bendigo and for
tourism potential in the area. It causes me concern that there is no positive policy by the
Opposition in getting behind the local community in this regard. It has been wonderful
for Bendigo to have its local community group working on this project for many years and
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I am glad that it has the support of the Victorian Government. I welcome the commitment
of the Government and I regret that the same attitude is not held by the opposition parties.
I conclude by saying that I believe the Speech of His Excellency the Governor outlines
the constructive and positive development of Victoria and is an indication that the
Government's policies over the past five years have been successful in lifting the economy
of the State. This will continue. I have much pleasure in supporting the motion.
On the motion ofMr HEFFERNAN (lvanhoe), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until next day.

ADJOURNMENT
Association of Draughting, Supervisory and Technical Employees-Rutherglen High
School-Yarrambat Primary School-Chia South Yarra Project-Proposed Ringwood/
Croydon community nursing home-Road fatalities on Calder Highway-Animal welfare
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That the House do now adjourn.

Mr GUDE (Hawthorn)-The matter I raise for the attention of the Minister for Public
Works relates specifically to contractual arrangements between the Public Works
Department and architects and professionals working for that agency. On several occasions
I have expressed concern on behalf of professional architects about the privileged position
granted by the Government to the Association of Draughting, Supervisory and Technical
Employees-ADSTE. Many letters have been forwarded to the Premier dealing with this
specific matter because particular difficulties are being experienced by the business
community. I shall quote a copy of one of seven letters forwarded to the Premier:
Your PWD is requiring consultants to accept commissions on a basis which will:
1. remove their impartiality and greatly compromise them in their service to their client;
2. probably place them in a position whereby their professional indemnity insurance for any unforeseen
occurrence simply would not apply.
This places all these firms in an impossible position in providing consultancy services to your Government
departments.
The current position after some 18 months discussion between the Building Professions Committee-an
interdisciplinary group of consultants and your PWD is summarised as follows:
I. Last year the PWD added ADSTE to the General Site Agreement.
2. ADSTE is a mixed trade calling union not an association of professional employees.
3. Employee architects, engineers, surveyors, landscape architects and quantity surveyors are unwilling to join
ADSTE.
4. The PWD has introduced supplementary conditions of engagement which they require professional
consultants to sign before undertaking contract administration services.
5. These supplementary conditions acknowledge ADSTE's unique position as a signatory to the site agreement.

The letter sets out a series of concerns about the Government's continual preference for
this particular union. One must ask why this is so? The Association of Draughting,
Supervisory and Technical Employees is bereft of members. It has had no success before
the State Industrial Commission in obtaining recognition. It has said, before the
commission, that it will force and coerce people in the field to join its organisation.
Professional architects and other professionals workin~ for the Public Works Department
have formed their own association known as the ASSOCIation of Architects of Australia or
AAA. That association has many members and seeks the appropriate recognition under
the agreement with the Public Works Department and other major contractors. The outfall
sewer in the Geelong area is an example of a privileged position of recognition being given
to the association.
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The Premier and members of the Government have made great play of the fact that the
Government does not force compulsory trade union membership on individuals, but
compulsory unionism is being forced on people through this not too subtle approach.
When I raised this matter before, I was informed that the Association of Architects of
Australia did not have recognition under the Federal Conciliation and Arbitration
Commission. I read briefly from the Industrial Relations Digest, Volume 3 of 1986, page
9, which states:
The registrar was satisfied that there was no ground of objection justifying the refusal of the application for the
registration of the AAA.

That organisation now has Federal and State recognition. It is now time that the Association
of Architects of Australia be represented and recognised in industrial agreements.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Public Works that relates to a contract for upgrading the water supply system ofRutherglen
High School and a connection to the Rutherglen sewerage scheme.
I raised the matter on 1 October 1986 during the motion for the adjournment of the
sitting and it relates to a contract for those works at Rutherglen High School that were let
to a firm S & 0 Plumbing of Melbourne. The contract price was $249950. The tender was
let to S & 0 Plumbing on 23 March 1986. The work was to be completed on 11 December
1986.

At that time I detailed the enormous problems that were being encountered by the
school in ensuring that the contract was effectively undertaken by that plumbing firm. The
principal and school council representatives of Rutherglen High School had constant
contact with the contractors. Representatives of the Public Works Department at
Wangaratta were in constant attendance to ensure that the contract proceeded satisfactorily.
The contractors applied for an extension of time to complete the works and were given
approval for the works to be completed by 27 January 1987. The contractors have now
applied for a further extension of 47 days, which would extend the contract to 27 April
1987. School representatives are concerned with the way in which the contractor has
undertaken the work at the high school.
I have made many representations on behalf of the school to the Public Works
Department. The school has made extensive representations itself to the Ministry of
Education regional office, to the Public Works Department, and it has also been in constant
discussion with the contractors at site meetings. In fact at the site meeting which was held
this week, it listed approximately 40 areas of concern that it had for the satisfactory
completion of the contract and it has also raised areas of concern with the Ministry of
Education and the Public Works Department.
I raise this matter because there needs to be a closer examination of tenderers to the
Public Works Department and the letting of contracts by the department to ensure that
satisfactory work has been carried out for the client departments of the Government.
I have noted a number of areas that require review in the many inspections I have made
at the school in consultation with the principal. Firstly, there is the quality of the
workmanship, which is certainly not of a high standard. On many occasions, there has
been little supervision of the work by contractors and indeed there is little supervision of
how the work has proceeded.
The design of the system has now come under strong criticism. Whether the work will
be completed satisfactorily and whether the system will be able to cope with the demands
of the school is a matter of concern.
There should have been consultation with the school council before the design was
finally approved. The school should have been consulted all the way through to ensure
that the work was satisfactory.
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The school's operations have been upset and the principal has had to undertake the role
of ensuring that an effective job is done.
The local Public Works Department officers have had little support from head office
and it seems that nothing can be done in this regard. The contract is a shambles from start
to finish. The Minister should investigate the contractors and the way in which the system
works through the Public Works Department to ensure that the job is satisfactorily
completed to the satisfaction of all concerned.
Mrs TONER (Greensborough)-I raise for the attention of the Minister for Education
a matter relating to the Yarrambat Primary School. My colleague, the honourable member
for Whittlesea, and I have taken a significant interest in this school over the years. The
school is 100 years old and it has certainly outlived its usefulness.
The Minister was kind enough to visit the school with me last year. Indeed, he was the
first education Minister who has visited the school in its 100 years history. On that
occasion, the school council pointed out to him the need for a new school. He listened
sympathetically and subsequently a deputation waited upon him because we were all
aware that the Government had a difficult time last year in preparing its Budget.
Although we are conscious of the constraints, nevertheless the school community, which
had waited patiently for fifteen years during which time the additional land was purchased,
has spent the past four years planning for a new school; it was disappointed that the school
was not originally on the list of those to be built this year.
The school community is concerned about the children's safety, health and welfare. It
believes the children are at risk in the archaic building and also because the school is
located on a busy intersection where accidents have already endangered the lives of the
students.
The Minister was sympathetic when the deputation met with him and he promised that
he would endeavour to find funding for the school. The school council was pleased about
that but it wanted to know with some certainty when the funding would be forthcoming
and when the new school would be commenced.
The construction of the new school is a No. 1 priority in the education region, which
has already spent $116 000. The plans are ready for presentation to the Minister for his
approval and to allow tendering to proceed.
It is my hope that the Minister can make an announcement so that some certainty is
provided for the future of the children in the area and so that parents can plan for the
education of their children in the knowledge that construction of the school will proceed
in the forthcoming year.
Mr PERRIN (Bulleen)-I note that the Treasurer is not present in the Chamber, so
perhaps either the Premier or the Deputy Premier could respond to the matter. I refer to
the Jack Chia South Yarra development, which is a $1000 million project that has
encountered financial difficulties in the past few days.
I refer to reported comments attributed to Mr Chia on the high taxes in Victoria. In
May 1985 Mr Chia felt it necessary to go on the public record to attack the Government
and its high taxes. I refer to an article that appeared in the Age on Thursday, 16 May 1985.
Mr Chia addressed a conference of developers and, as reported in the newspaper article,
attacked the taxing policies of the Government. The article stated:
The Singapore developer Mr Jack Chia said yesterday that Victoria's stamp duty and land tax were deferring
development.
Mr Chi a addressing a conference of developers at the Regent Hotel, said the charges were higher than in other
States. "Recently we lost a $30 million deal because the purchaser, after paying $10 000 option money, decided
in favour of another property, in New South Wales", he said.
The reason he gave was that in Victoria the stamp duty would have cost him an additional $900 000.
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Mr Chia said stamp duty in Victoria was $45 045 for the first $1 million, against $23 890 in New South Wales.
Over that amount, the duty was 5·5 per cent against 2·5 per cent in New South Wales.
Land tax was also too high. Tax on a $20 million Melbourne property was about $300 000 a year more than
on a similarly valued property in Sydney, he said.
Mr Chia is behind the $1000 million South Yarra redevelopment which includes more than 600 residential
units, a canal and shops.
Despite his concern, Mr Chia said he was interested in a Government proposal announced last week for a
tourist development at Station Pier, Port Melbourne. However, under the present terms and conditions of the
proposal, "I would not touch Port Melbourne", he said.
Mr Chia also criticised foreign investment regulations which, he claimed, were deterring investment in
Australia.

The article proceeds to talk about the massive problems of foreign investment respectively.
The key point in Mr Chia's public statements was the fact that Government taxes were
too high. He referred specifically to stamp duty in Victoria which, under this Government,
has increased by 100 per cent from $364 million in 1981-82 to $700 million-The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member has been speaking for 3 minutes, in
which time he has quoted at length from an article which reportedly outlines Mr Chia's
beliefs. However, the honourable member has not asked for any Government action in
respect of what he wants the Treasurer to undertake. I ask the honourable member to
come to the point in his remaining 2 minutes.
Mr PERRIN-I was attempting to do that, Sir. Given the financial problems of Mr
Chia and that Mr Chia has made a serious attack on the Government's tax policies, I ask
the Treasurer-who is not in the House, but perhaps one of the Ministers will take up the
matter with him-to thoroughly review his tax policies, because that is part of the reason
why Mr Chia felt it so necessary to attack the Government.
The SPEAKER-Order! If the honourable member is calling for legislation, he is out of
order.
Mr PERRIN-I did not call for legislation. I asked for a review of the Government's
taxation policies, given that Mr Chia has felt it necessary to attack those policies. That is
a key element in why the Chia South Yarra Development is in financial difficulties.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-On a point of
order, Sir, as you have already pointed out, the honourable member quoted at length from
the newspaper article, which I believe was some two years old. I ask him to make it
available so that I can address the issue.
The SPEAKER-Order! Will the honourable member make the document available to
the House?
Mr PERRIN (Bulleen)-Yes, Sir.
Mrs SETCHES (Ringwood)-I ask the Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources
to convey my remarks to the Minister for Health in another place. The matter I raise
concerns the Ringwood-Croydon community nursing home that has been planned for
construction within the next couple of years on land owned by the Maroondah Hospital.
The land is on the edge of the City of Ringwood and is located in the City of Croydon.
I wish to advise the Minister that community consultation was held with elderly persons
and representatives of elderly persons' organisations of both the City of Ringwood and the
City of Croydon on 16 February. Some 123 people attended this consultation at which Dr
Genevieve Kennedy, a geriatrician from the Eastern Suburbs Geriatric Centre, and Mr
Brian Kidd, an architect from the Melbourne University School of Architecture and
Planning, provided information about the types of accommodation that are available and
can be developed for elderly persons who require to enter nursing homes.
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The 123 people present were keen on the idea of emphasis being placed on the word
"home" rather than the words "nursing home". They wanted a very homelike environment
to be provided in the community nursing home that is planned for the area.
The Minister would be aware of the history of the project. In 1985 a joint submission
was prepared by the City of Croydon, the City of Ringwood, the Maroondah Hospital, the
Eastern Suburbs Geriatric Centre and Lionsbrae Hostel for the establishment of more
public nursing beds in both of those cities. As a result of representations from those bodies,
the Minister for Health announced that a 30-bed public nursing home would be constructed
in that area.
Following that announcement, a community-based interim committee was set up with
representatives from the cities of Croydon and Ringwood, the Lionsbrae Hostel and the
Eastern Suburbs Geriatric Centre, with myself as interim chairperson. Over this past year,
that group has prepared incorporation documents to be presented to a public meeting that
will be held in the foreseeable future.
That interim committee decided that it needed to ask the elderly persons of both of
those cities about the sort of accom.modation that they believed should be provided, so
that the committee would have the benefit of their comments.
For instance, some people were concerned that nursing homes can be alien and overhospitalised and can be daunting not only for the residents of the nursing homes but also
for visitors.
A view was expressed in that consultation that there needs to be a more flexible approach
to providing accommodation options for elderly persons. My purpose in raising the matter
is to relay to the Minister that more than 120 people met in the electorate I represent and
decided that they wished a community-based public nursing home to be established and
for the interim committee to continue its work.
Mr REYNOLDS (Gisborne)-I raise with the Minister for Transport a matter that I
raised previously on 1 October last year regarding a dan~erous section of the Calder
Highway. There are two curves at the 64-kilometre and 65-kilometre post on the highway,
about 1 kilometre apart. At the time that I last raised the matter, I suggested that they were
seemingly innocuous curves and I urged the Minister to make the necessary money,
manpower and expertise available so that the problem could be rectified as soon as was
humanly possible because there had been five fatal accidents on that section of the road.
At the time, the Minister assured me and all the people who use that road that "all the
people who can work on this problem will deal with it, because five fatal accidents in a
year in such an area is extremely serious."
I raise the matter again tonight because on 20 February last, another fatal accident
occurred; and again last Saturday, which was an extremely wet night, a four-car pile up
occurred that could well have resulted in a fatality. I made representation to the Minister
on the matter and the reply that I received, on the very day of this last fatal accident,
suggested that action had been taken and that oversized curve signs with 85 kilometre an
hour advisory speed signs had been erected.
I have driven past the signs several times; they are totally inadequate. They are ignored
by motorists and they are next door to useless. As well as these signs, two black and white
chevron hazard markers have been installed which do not slow down traffic; they merely
stop the cars that skid off the highway from hitting the trees-they hit the markers instead.
The third step taken by the Road Construction Authority has been to isolate small areas
of excess bitumen in order to have them burnt off. This is also inadequate.
It is a dangerous section of highway. Six people have been killed and the police report
indicated that the police had attended eighteen accidents at this spot on the highwayand they only attend accidents where someone has been injured. There have been at least
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another twenty accidents where the police have not been called in a fifteen to eighteenmonth period.
I point out to the Minister that there is something tragically wrong in this situation. The
major problem is that the water in the centre of the two lanes on either side of the fourlane highway lodges there in the wet when it is raining and cars aquaplane, skidding out of
control and they hit trees or cars coming the other way.
I ask the Minister to spend the money necessary to fix the problem because no value
can be put on human life. Six lives lost in eighteen months is enough.
I note the interjections from the honourable member for Essendon, who probably uses
that stretch of road on the way to his weekend property. I am sure that he would be
concerned about it. I wonder whether he has seen the 85 kilometre an hour signs.
To conclude, an excellent suggestion has come from a citizen, Mrs Carola Clark, that
we paint death skulls on the road at this point making motorists think before they go
around the corner. Alternatively, signs could be erected stating the number of people that
ha ve been killed.
Six accidents in eighteen months represents a tragic loss of human life and suffering,
and that situation has to be rectified. I ask the Minister to do all in his power to achieve
that objective.
Dr COGHILL (Werribee)-I raise a matter with the Minister for Agriculture and Rural
Affairs through the Treasurer. It concerns a proposal for an animal welfare week to be
celebrated in Victoria each year. Most honourable members would be aware that Victoria
has played a leading role in the promotion and recognition of animal welfare throughout
Victoria's history. If my understanding is correct, Victoria was the pioneer in Australia
and also one of the pioneers worldwide in the establishment oflegislation for the prevention
of cruelty to animals. If one looks at the role that has been played by the Royal Society for
the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals in Victoria, throughout its long and proud history
one can see that there has been a strong and longstanding recognition by members of the
Victorian community of the importance of man's compassion for animals, recognising
that there are important issues of animal welfare that should be addressed by any modern
compassionate society.
It is appropriate that the Government and the Minister now consider whether an animal
welfare week could be celebrated in Victoria in the same way as a similar initiative has
been undertaken elsewhere in Australia.

One of the recent issues which has highlighted the advantage of this is the difficulty the
RSPCA recently had in fundraising. A number of honourable members would be aware of
publicity during the summer period when the RSPCA made it very clear that it was facing
a difficult financial crisis. That organisation took a number of measures to attract additional
funds. Conducting an animal welfare week in Victoria would enable the RSPCA and other
animal welfare agencies in Victoria to focus community attention on the need for supporting
animal welfare issues and the need for public support by way of donation to those welfare
organisations.
I ask the Minister to examine whether the Government could promote the celebration
of an animal welfare awareness week in Victoria in much the same way as the Government
has taken the lead in other events, such as Senior Citizens Week which we are about to
celebrate. If the Government could take such a lead it would certainly be of benefit to
animal welfare organisation.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-The honourable
member for Ringwood raised a matter for the consideration of the Minister for Health
concerning the proposed development of a community-based public nursing home in the
Ringwood-Croydon area. I commend the honourable member not just for her interest in
this matter, but also for her obvious involvement in the desire and concern of people
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within her community to provide a facility of this sort so that as they age they can remain
part of the Ringwood-Croydon community. 1 believe the Minister for Health will do
everything he can to facilitate the development of that centre. 1 am sure he will work
closely with the honourable member for Ringwood to bring that commendable plan to
fruition.
The honourable member for Gisborne asked a question of the Minister for Transport
concerning some works required on parts of the Calder Highway.
1 share the honourable member's concern about the impact offatalities and injuries and
1 have no doubt that the Minister for Transport would share his concern. 1 am certain that
the Minister will take whatever action is possible, given the grave constraints on road
building funds being provided, particularly from Commonwealth sources, during the
current year.
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-The honourable member for Bulleen raised a matter concerning
the Chia South Yarra Project and it is obvious that he is desperately trying to become the
new "Mr Gloom" of the Victorian Parliament. The honourable member is attempting to
talk down the Victorian economy when he recognises that it is going extremely well. The
honourable member for Bulleen is not only out of date but he is also out of his mind on
this issue. He has quoted from an article dated May 1985 on taxation in Victoria. That is
how out of date the honourable member is on this issue.
The honourable member would be aware that decisions have been made not only by
Jack Chia but also by other developers since that date. If one considers private investment,
particularly in the non-residential building sector, one recognises that the Victorian
Government is outperforming the other States of Australia. "Mr Gloom" should attempt
to get himself up to date and find out what the position is.
The honourable member interjects, "The tax problem", but 1 invite him to look at the
taxation issue from the time the Labor Government took office until the present, and I
direct his attention particularly to the latest statistics on the performance of Victoria.
The increase in the contribution of the State and local government charges component
of the consumer price index from June 1982 to December 1986 has been 31·8 per cent in
Victoria. The honourable member is obviously two years out of date and it is about time
he brought himself up to the present.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member for Bulleen is out of his place and
should cease interjecting.
Mr JOLLY-I repeat: 31·8 per cent in Victoria. If one wishes to travel north to Brisbane
to see what is happening there, one finds that in Queensland it represents 62·3 per cent. In
other words, Queensland has experienced twice Victoria's increase in the State and local
government charges component of the consumer price index. In Tasmania, where the
Liberal Party reigns, the figure is 42·3 per cent.
I contrast the 1986 Victorian State Budget with that of Tasmania. No new taxes and no
increase in taxes occurred in that year, but Tasmania had a 22 per cent increase in taxation
revenue alone. Tasmania is the only State of Australia ruled by the Liberal Party, and the
way the Liberal Party is heading, it will be the only place it will rule. If the Liberal Party
continues to be represented by members such as the honourable member for Bulleen, it
has no hope of attaining office in Victoria. The honourable members for Bulleen and
Hawthorn should go over to Tasmania because that is where the action is for the Liberal
Party. Tasmania is the high tax State and the Liberal Party is the high tax political party
in Australia.
It is about time that the honourable member for Bulleen recognised that Victorian State
Government charges have been increasing at a lower rate than those of the other States.
He should recognise that the economic performance of Victoria has outstripped that of
the remaining States.

