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Friday, 13 November 1987
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T. Edmundsftook the chair at 10.34 a.m. and read the
prayer.

ACTING PREMIER
The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the House that during the Premier's absence overseas,
the Deputy Premier will be the Acting Premier.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

STATE TAXES
Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-In the absence of the Premier, I shall address my question
to the Treasurer. I refer to the fact that State taxes this year amount to $1021 for every
man, woman and child in Victoria, which is $140 more than the taxes in New South
Wales! Will the Treasurer admit that his extravagant spending, waste, mismanagement,
and irresponsible gambling on stock markets and foreign exchange markets have made
Victorians the highest taxed people in Australia?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-The one characteristic that I admjre about the honourable
member is his persistence, because he has no other characteristic that lends any quality to
his character. The Cain government was the first government in Victoria to impose a
restraint on taxation receipts; no other government was prepared to do that. The
government said that taxation receipts will be limited to the increase in the consumer
price index, plus economic growth.
The honourable member for Brighton and the Leader of the Opposition do not appreciate
that fact. The strong economic growth experienced in Victoria has meant a strong growth
in taxation receipts. That is why the government announced extremely good taxation
initiatives in this year's Budget. In turn, those initiatives will further strengthen the longterm position of the Victorian economy. The Opposition carps about these matters because
it is concerned and frustrated that the Victorian economy is performing so well.
No-one doubts that Victoria is the No.l State. The ~overnment will continue to
implement its policy of ti~t expenditure and at the same tIme limiting taxation receipts.
In conjunction with the pnces peg campaign, which was effected as a result of the initiatives
of the Minister for Labour, the government will ensure that its fees and charges are kept
down.
This year the guideline for government fees and charges has been set at 6 per cent, which
is well below the increase in the consumer price index. The honourable member for
Brighton appreciates that an examination of the government charges index and the
consumer price index in the State shows that, since the Cain government has been in
power, the government charges index has increased by less than any other State in Australia.
Victoria has a better record than Queensland, which has the only conservative government
in Australia.
An objective analysis of the performance of the States shows that Victoria has the
strongest economy. That cannot be denied and is recognised by the Australian Chamber
of Manufactures, which is not associated with the Labor government.
In summary, the government will continue to implement taxation initiatives that reduce
the burden on Victorian taxpayers. It will continue to ensure that household charges are
less than increases in the consumer price index, in aggregate, and that will mean an
increase in household income. When the honourable member for Brighton tried to analyse
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those figures he said that household incomes in Victoria under the Cain government had
been decreased by $45 a week. He was found to be wrong, which he admitted, because the
result was a real increase of $1 0 a week.
The government has a very good record and will continue its policies, which will assist
the long-term growth of the Victorian economy.

POLICE FORCE EXPENDITURE
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-I refer the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services to the financial pressures affecting the Victoria Police Force at
present and the alarming statements made by senior police officers which suggest that the
degree of protection given to the Victorian people by the police will be reduced in the near
future.
Will the Minister give an undertaking 10 the House that sufficient finance will be
available to the Victoria Police Force in the coming months to ensure that the level of
protection during that period will continue at the level to which the Victorian people have
been accustomed in recent times?
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-It is the aim of the
government to ensure that the standard of service delivery by the police in Victoria is
maintained and even enhanced. It is for that reason that the government has agreed to lift
the effective strength of the Police Force by 430 in this financial year and to proceed, over
the following two financial years, to make further additions of 300 sworn members in each
year.

At the same time, the provision in this year's Budget for the operating expenses of the
Police Force has been increased by 9·2 per cent. Let there be no suggestion, as has come
from some quarters, that there have been cuts in the police budget; the opposite is the
case. The evidence is clear and irrefutable in the Budget Papers: allocations for the Police
Force have been increased.
The discussions which have gone on in recent days turn on an amount of $2·8 million
in operating costs in an overall police budget of$444 million-so the figure of$2·8 million
should be kept in perspective.
I have arranged for a team of financial analysts to work with police over the coming
months to determine whether the Police Force is able to maintain its standard of service
delivery and at the same time to operate within its allocated budget. If the work to be
carried out by those analysts suggests that there has been an underestimation of the needs
of the Police Force in maintaining that service delivery, I shall be the first to approach the
Treasurer with that information.

EMPLOYMENT STATISTICS
Mr SIDIROPOULOS (Richmond)-Does the Treasurer have the latest figures from
the Australian Bureau of Statistics on employment in Victoria? Have his officers examined
those figures? If so, will the Treasurer inform the House of the results of that examination?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-The latest figures issued by the Australian Statistician confirm
that an economic miracle has taken place in Victoria-there is no doubt about that.
It is interesting to examine how that miracle occurred. For the benefit of members of
the Opposition-who like to ignore such matters-the increase in the level of private
investment in Victoria over the past four years has been 28 per cent as compared with 2
per cent for the rest of Australia. That is a huge difference.
The Leader of the Opposition finds economic matters a bore; it is no wonder, because
he does not understand such matters. The only contribution the Leader of the Opposition
has made to economic matters is the Saba advertisement for which he arranged for the
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performance of Dave and Mabel. That is about the only contribution he has made to this
State-he is a Dave and Mabeljoke. And now, even they have disappeared from the scene.
With respect to private investment, there is no doubt that there has been a complete
turnaround in the position since the Cain government came to office. Also, the increase in
exports in real terms over the past four years has been 58 per cent in Victoria compared
with 36 per cent for the rest of Australia. Again, it highlights the strength of the Victorian
economy, how there has been a radical transformation in the structure of the economy,
and how the private sector has been strengthened.
It pleases me even more to report on the unemployment figures in this State, released
yesterday by the Australian Bureau of Statistics. I anticipated in debate yesterday that
Victoria would be in the position of being the State with the lowest unemployment rate
for 53 months in a row. That has occurred, and I ask Opposition members: how can you
do better that that?
In the last 36 months of the Liberal Party's time in government-and I daresay that it
will be a long time before they get in again-there were only eight occasions out of 36
months when they had the lowest unemployment rate.
Clearly, this is another part of the economic miracle that has occurred in this State-53
months In a row is a great record by anybody's standard.
Victoria's unemployment rate for October was 5·8 cent. For the rest of Australia it was
8·2 per cent. With respect to non-metropolitan unemployment, Victoria's rate was the
lowest of any State. It was 7 per cent compared with 9·8 per cent for the rest for Australia.
In terms of employment growth in the non-metropolitan region, the figure for Victoria
for the year to September is 2·5 per cent compared with 1·9 per cent for the rest of
Australia, so the success is right across the State and there is no doubt that an economic
miracle has been performed here in Victoria.

BUILDING INDUSTRY WAGE DEAL
Mr GUDE (Hawthorn)-I direct my question to the Premier but, in his regrettable
absence overseas, to the Acting Premier. Are the Acting Premier and the government
aware of the complaint by a senior member of the Australian Conciliation and Arbitration
Commission that the Minister for Labour's building industry wage deal is outside the
national wage guidelines? If so, what action will be taken against that Minister?
Mr FORDHAM (Acting Premier)-I have noted in the newspapers some of the
comments to which the honourable member for Hawthorn refers, but what I have also
noted is the extraordinary accord that has been developed in the Victorian building
industry under the Minister for Labour.
The previous government needs only to think back to when it was in office to remember
the chaos that surrounded the building industry in the State at that time. That situation
has now been completely turned around to the point where building approvals and
initiatives are occurring right across Victoria, and it is something in which the Parliament
should be taking great pride.
Quite properly, there is recognition by both building unions, the Master Builders
Association of Victoria, and the Australian Federation of Construction Contractors, of the
initiatives taken by the ~overnment to make the building industry the great strength of the
Victorian economy, WhICh is now evident.

TEACHER STAFFING AGREEMENTS
Mr HANN (Rodney)-Will the Minister for Education advise the House what progress
he is making in staffing agreements for the 1988 school year?
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-Yesterday, when teachers were on strike,
negotiations were still proceeding between leaders of the teacher unions and the Ministry
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of Education. Those negotiations are proceeding on at least two bases, the first being the
Budget targets that the government has identified, which were approved by Parliament.
The total Budget allocation for education increased by 2·8 per cent. The teacher unions
have to meet budget targets in terms of the new programs that the Ministry is developing
within education. Those programs include not only the assistance being provided to
parents within the community by way of an education allowance to assist with the cost of
education, particularly books and clothing, but also the extension of and increase in the
maintenance allowance for low-income families.
For the first time, the education budget includes funds for teacher welfare and a whole
range of educational and technology developments, including provision for additional
training for mathematics and science teachers. It also includes funding for the new Victorian
certificate of education. That is the first point: negotiations must proceed on the Budget
savings that are targeted in education.
Secondly, negotiations are proceeding on the working conditions that will be established
under what the government hopes will be an agreement to cover these working conditions
in the schools of this State over the next two years.
The Ministers concerned have also indicated to the Teachers Federation of Victoria
that the government is ready to enter into serious negotiations regarding the 4 per cent
second tier wage claim. That would be under the government's terms and would be met
on a cost neutral basis.
I am confident that we are making progress in those negotiations and that well before
the end of the year we will have reached a two-year agreement on the conditions that will
operate within government schools.

NEIGHBOURHOOD WATeH
Mr HARROWFIELD (Mitcham)-Is the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
aware of any examples of misuse of a Neighbourhood Watch system for party political
purposes; if so, will he indicate what steps he is taking to ensure that this extremely
worthwhile community policing program is not abused in the future?
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-1 do not think anyone
in this House would doubt that the introduction of Neighbourhood Watch in Victoria was
one of the finest law enforcement initiatives ever undertaken in this country. By the end
of this year 1·7 million Victorians will be protected by Neighbourhood Watch schemes
and, by the end of the following year, that figure will have increased to 2 million.
As a result of those developments, the burglary rate this year is still lower than for
1983-84, when the Neighbourhood Watch scheme first began to bite. In the last year alone
for which figures are available, in areas covered by Neighbourhood Watch there was a
reduction of 3·2 per cent in the burglary rate and 2·3 per cent in the rate for all other
crimes.
I am sure all Victorians treasure Nei~bourhood Watch and want it to be protected in
every possible way. Therefore, I view WIth great concern developments such as that which
the honourable member for Mitcham has directed to my attention, where Nei~bourhood
Watch newsletters and party political literature are delivered side by side In the same
package to localletterboxes.
That can serve only to subvert all that Neighbourhood Watch is on about. I believe it is
very much what the Chief Commissioner of Police had in mind when he said recently:
The integrity ofthe concept of Neighbourhood Watch must be protected and preserved and that responsibility
rests with those who conduct Neighbourhood Watch on various levels from State Committee, through regional
levels right down to grass roots. They must, as a matter of duty and responsibility, ensure that the concept is not
degraded-that it does not become party political and that the mechanisms of Neighbourhood Watch are not
used for party political purposes. They are to be used for the common good.
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CONVENTION CENTRE
Mr PESCOTT (Bennettswood)-In the absence of the Premier, who is overseas, I direct
a question without notice to the Acting Premier. Will he give details to the House as to
why the government has approved a line of credit of $165 million for the new convention
centre, given that the centre was budgeted only two years ago to cost $65 million?
Mr FORDHAM (Acting Premier)-I am not familiar with the figures mentioned by
the honourable member for Bennettswood. I shall ask the Minister for Agriculture and
Rural Affairs, who is the Minister responsible for the Major Projects Unit and who is
handling the project, to comment.
The honourable member's record in coming up with figures on particular projects leaves
a lot to be desired, of course. It may well be that his figures are wrong. He certainly had a
couple of other tries; there is no doubt about that. He got very close once! I shall discuss
the figures with the Minister responsible for the Major Projects Unit and ask him to take
up the issue with the honourable member for Bennettswood.

WORLD VETERANS' GAMES
Mr GAVIN (Coburg)-Can the Minister for Sport and Recreation advise the House of
plans being made by the government and sporting groups to conduct the forthcoming
World Veterans' Games in Melbourne?
Mr TREZISE (Minister for Sport and Recreation)-It is appropriate that the question
comes from the honourable member for Coburg. While he is not yet a veteran-forty
years of age is the barrier-he is a fit man; recently he competed in the Melbourne
marathon and finished under 4 hours. I am sure that if honourable members lined up this
morning for a race from here to Frankston, he would almost certainly be one of the first
across the line.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr TREZISE-The forthcoming seventh World Veterans' Games to be held at Olympic
Park from 28 November to 7 December will be the greatest international sporting event
held in Melbourne since the 1956 Olympic Games. More than 50 countries will be taking
part. Some 4817 competitors will take part in the veterans' games, including two Indians,
one aged 94 and the other aged 92. The games will have the highest number of competitors
who have ever taken part in an international veterans' event anywhere in the world.
It is a marvellous event, and a great deal of work has been carried out by the organisers.
I congratulate them because the games will be a good thing for Melbourne and provide an
example for more and more veterans to take up exercise. I look forward to the event and
compliment the honourable member for Coburg for asking the question.

HOVERCRAFT VENTURE
Mr HAYWARD (Prahran)-I refer the Acting Premier to the takeover by the Victorian
Economic Development Corporation of the failed hovercraft company. Has the corporation
received any payments of interest or repayments of principal on its loan of$I·6 million to
the failed company? Will the corporation pay the many small suppliers who are owed
money by the failed company?
.
Mr FORDHAM (Acting Premier)-To the credit of the Victorian Economic
Development Corporation, it has played an important role over recent years in economic
development, especially tourism. A significant part of its portfolio has been directed
outsi6e the Melbourne metropolitan area.
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The honourable member for Prahran referred to the attempt to develop a hovercraft
service across the bay-an initiative that was strongly supported by honourable members
on both sides of the bay; perhaps not surprisingly.
I understand that the corporation has full security in terms of its financial involvement.
However, I will make further inquiries concerning both its liability and the additional
aspect raised by the honourable member concerning funds owed to other creditors of the
failed company.

HOUSING IN COUNTRY AREAS
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-Because of the increasing problems facing country
people seeking housing, will the Minister for Housing advise what increased funds will be
provided in country areas, including funds for cooperative housing, especially in this
International Year of Shelter for the Homeless?
Mr WILKES (Minister for Housing)-The honourable member for Murray Valley
would know that $30 million will be made available this year, as it was last year, for
cooperative housing societies in country Victoria.
Mr Brown-We got more than that last year.
Mr WILKES-No, that was not the case. The government has a good record in respect
of money spent on public housing in country Victoria. If one travels around country
Victoria, one can see the public housing developments that have occurred, not only in the
major provincial cities, but also in the smaller towns. One cannot help but admire the fact
that the proportion of money allocated to public housing outside metropolitan Melbourne
is greater now than it has been in the past ten years.

SCHOOL DISCIPLINE
Mr ERNST (Bellarine)-Will the Minister for Education inform the House of recent
steps taken by the Ministry of Education to increase the disciplinary powers delegated to
school principals and school councils?
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-On a point of order, I did not hear the
question and I suggest, Mr Speaker, that you may not have heard it, either. The reason
was not the noise level in the Chamber so much as that the honourable member was
speaking in low tones. Members of the Opposition are entitled to hear the question.
The SPEAKER-Order! I heard the question, and I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-The Leader of the Opposition has failed
significantly to discipline about half of his troops, but I assure the honourable member for
Bellarine that the government views school discipline very seriously, indeed.
That is why I set up a Ministerial review of school discipline policy procedures in 1985
to examine this issue. As a result of that review school principals and school councils have
been encouraged for the first time to develop school policies on discipline designed
specifically to cater for particular problems in each individual school.
That policy has been warmly received by school councils, parents, and school
communities because it allows them to have a say in what is an appropriate school
discipline policy for their particular school. The government was concerned to -extend
powers to school principals and school councils. That has recently been done so that
schools can deal with students who are being disruptive to the rest of the class. There are
now powers to suspend those students and the powers of school councils have been
increased to allow them to detain students who do not comply with those regulations.
Suspension is never regarded as an end in itself in education. When it occurs parents
are notified and a meeting is called of the parents, the school principal, the president of
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the school council, and the regional director of education. If that meeting does not resolve
the disciplinary problem an inquiry can be instituted by the regional director. The inquiry
may result in a recommendation that the student return to school under certain conditions,
whIch may include transfer to another school or to a special setting. The inquiry may
recommend the student's exclusion from the school. The student would then have the
opportunity of continuing education in another setting, such as technical and further
education or correspondence school.
Those procedures reflect how seriously the government takes the issue of school
discipline. By far the majority of disciplinary problems are resolved through those
procedures. Of the 500 000 students enrolled in government schools, only a minute
percentage has been suspended. In many cases the suspension has occurred because of
disciplinary problems that have affected the progress of other students in the class.

PETITIONS
Boat mooring fees
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:
We are concerned at the proposed scale of boat mooring fees.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Legislative Assembly will call upon the Victorian government to
reduce the suggested scale of boat mooring fees for the members of clubs who maintain their own moorings and
harbour, and provide emergency facilities in stonn conditions to visitors.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Dr Wells (300 signatures)

Southern Pensinsula Hospital
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:
We are concerned by reports that the casualty department of the Southern Peninsula Hospital, Rosebud, is
about to close due to insufficient funding.
This will result in inadequate care of pennanent residents in the area, and ofthe extra 100 000 summer visitors
who have started to arrive. We are further concerned that the hospital is too small and ask that appropriate
expansion be undertaken.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Legislative Assembly will call up the Victorian government to correct
these deficiencies by giving urgent attention to them, to avoid suffering and death.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Dr Wells (1567 signatures)

Medical examinations for preschool children
To THE HONOURABLE

THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:

The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of Victoria respectfully showeth:
Any proposal to reduce the number of medical examinations for preschool children is unacceptable to parents.
The parents consider any reduction would be discriminatory against children not selected for medical
examination.
The parents consider that all children have the right to a free preschool medical examination, if desired.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that the government:
Acts to ensure that all preschool children continue to have the right of a free medical examiIiation.
Acts to ensure that these medical examinations are carried out for preschool children in 1987 and beyond.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.
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By Mr Richardson (78 signatures)

Defence force personnel
To THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLA TIVE ASSEMBLY IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:
The petition of the undersigned respectfully showeth:
That we consider defence force members and their dependants should be exempt under regulation 201 (4) (a)
(ii) of the Victorian Road Safety (Procedures) Regulations 1987 from being required to obtain Victorian drivers'
licences if in continuous residence in Victoria for more than three months.
Your petitioners therefore pray that:
You support a policy which would enable defence force members and their dependants to drive in all
Australian States and Territories if they hold current drivers' licences in anyone of the Australian States or
Territories, with no time limit imposed upon continual residency to obtain drivers'licences in the State in which
they currently reside.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Wallace (82 signatures)

Education standards
To THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the State of Victoria showeth that we protest this government's
cuts to the State education budget and consequent erosion of the quality of education offered to Victorian postprimary students.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Whiting (16 signatures)

Tobacco restrictions
To THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens ofthe State of Victoria, respectfully showeth:
That we most strongly support the government's proposed Tobacco Bill 1987.
And that we support the establishment of the Victorian Health Promotion Foundation to promote a healthier
community and to provide replacement funding to sport and art groups, and for other purposes.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that the proposed legislation is given speedy passage through the
Parliament.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Harrowfield (799 signatures)

Toy products
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:
We, the undersigned, object to certain toy products, termed 'war toys' -a category which includes any product
intended for play by and/or entertainment for child consumers, which, by means of its design and advertising,
promotes the myth that violence/sexism/racism/murder/war, and/or any other forms of aggression are worthwhile,
heroic, and glamorous examples of human behaviour.
We, the undersigned, consider war toys to be harmful to child consumers in the following ways:
(a) War toys are socially and ethically harmful in so far as they promote-and are intended by their
manufacturers to promote-aggression and violence as virtuous, even heroic, forms of human self-expression.
Violence in the forms of sexism, racism and brute force is irresponsibly glamorised by means of promotional
advertising.

Commissioner for the Environment
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(b) War toys are psychologically harmful: through constant exposure to violence and war, glorified or rendered
acceptable through the medium of toys-that is, fun and play-children become prepared to assent to these
forms of aggression rather than seeking peaceful, cooperative means of self-expression.

Your petitioners therefore pray that:
The definition of 'harmful' operant in consideration of product safety under the Consumer Affairs Act be
extended to include those products which are wilfully intended to promote aggressive and destructive attitudes
in child consumers.
We, the undersigned, do recognize the difficulties of applying a definition of ' harmful' to include ethical, social,
and psychological, as well as physical harm. Perhaps this will require an ethics committee, made up of people
with relevant skills, to debate and decide on a given product. We urge that, in the same way as films are rated in
accordance with content and, similarly, controls are imposed upon cigarette advertising, so war toys should at
least carry mandatory warnings alerting consumers to the inherent dangers. The scope of the Consumer Affairs
Act would thus be significantly extended to the protection of the youngest, and arguably the most vulnerable,
group of consumers.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mrs Setches (387 signatures)

Surplus government land
To THE HONOURABLE

THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:

The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the State of Victoria showeth that we protest against the
current policy of the State government which provides for land surplus to the requirements of government
departments and instrumentalities to be sold by auction or tender.
Specifically in regard to the disposal of land surplus to the requirements of the railways, the policy is seen to
unfairly prejudice the rights of existing leaseholders who have leased the land. In most cases, these leaseholders
have leased the land for many years and have constructed significant improvements upon that land, at their cost,
and at the encouragement of officers of government departments and instrumentalities.
The policy is seen to be disruptive to the communities of the towns and suburbs in which land is to be sold
and could directly lead to the closure of many businesses and loss of the jobs that they provide. The policy is
contrary to both the stated government attitudes on the encouragement of small business and the retail tenancies
legislation it passed in the the last session of Parliament.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the government amend its policy on the sale of surplus lands which are
subject to agreements with leaseholders who have constructed improvements on those lands to allow those
leaseholders who have constructed improvements on those lands to allow those leaseholders first right of refusal
on the purchase of the land at the valuation determined by the Valuer-General and one other independent valuer.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Hill (349 signatures)
It was ordered that the petitions be laid on the table.

COMMISSIONER FOR THE ENVIRONMENT
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for the Arts)-By leave, I move:
That there be presented to this House a copy of the report of the Commissioner for the Environment for the
year 1986-87.

The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for the Arts) presented the report in compliance with the
foregoing order.
It was ordered that the report be laid on the table.
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PORTLAND SMELTER UNIT TRUST AND SUMMARY OF
VICTORIAN TAXATION
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-By leave, I move:
That there be presented to this House copies of the Portland Smelter Unit Trust Financial Statements 1986-87
and the Summary of Victorian Taxation.

The motion was agreed to.
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer) presented the report and the summary in compliance with the
foregoing order.

It was ordered that they be laid on the table.

PUBLIC BODIES REVIEW COMMITTEE
Poultry Farmer Licensing Committee, Poultry Farmer Licensing Review Committee, and
Victorian Egg Marketing Board
Mrs TONER (Greensborough) presented a report from the Public Bodies Review
Committee on the Poultry Farmer Licensing Committee, the Poultry Farmer Licensing
Review Committee, and the Victorian Egg Marketing Board, together with appendices,
extracts from the proceedings of the committee, an attachment, minutes of evidence, and
a minority report.
It was ordered that they be laid on the table, and that the reports, the appendices,
extracts from the proceedings, the attachment, and the minority report be printed.

MORTUARY INDUSTRY AND CEMETERIES ADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE
Prepaid funerals
Mr KIRKWOOD (Preston) presented the eighth report from the Mortuary Industry
and Cemeteries Administration Committee entitled "Prepaid Funerals", together with
appendices and minutes of evidence.
It was ordered that they be laid on the table.
Mr KIRKWOOD (Preston)-I move:
That the report and appendices be printed.

Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I am aware of the hard work and diligence
of the committee. It would be unfortunate if its work went unnoticed. I note that the
report has 27 photographs of the committee's visits to different areas throughout Victoria.
I am concerned that in the past, and certainly from a copy of a report that I have seen,
the quality of photographs has made their subject matter indistinguishable. I trust that the
printer will have access to proper negatives so that the work of this diligent committee can
be properly recorded.
The motion was agreed to.

PAPERS
The following papers, pursuant to the directions of several Acts of Parliament, were laid
on the table by the Clerk:
Equal Opportunity-Reports of the commissioner and the board for the year 1986-87-0rdered to be printed.
Exhibition Trustees-Report for the year 1985-86.
Health Department Victoria-Report for the year 1986-87-0rdered to be printed.
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Historic Buildings Council-Report for the year 1986-87.
Law Reform Commission-Report for the year ending September 1987-0rdered to be printed.
Law Reform Commission-Report No. 12 on the Torrens Register.
Management and Budget Department-Report for the year 1986-87.
Office of Corrections-Report for the year 1986-87-0rdered to be printed.
Public Prosecutions Office-Report of the director 1'01 the year 1986-87.
State Insurance Office-Report and statement of accounts for the year 1986-87 together with reasons for the
failure to submit the report to the Treasurer within three months ofthe end of the financial year.
Victorian Accident Rehabilitation Council-Report for the year 1986-87 together with reasons for the failure
to submit the report to the Minister by 30 September.
Victorian Economic Development Corporation-Quantitative targets to be attained for the year 1987-88.
Zoological Parks and Gardens-Reports for the years 1982-83, 1983-84 and 1984-85.

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

TEACHING SERVICE (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from September 16) on the motion of Mr Cathie (Minister for
Education) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Ms SIBREE (Kew)-This is a small but important Bill. Honourable members should
reflect on some of the comments included in the Minister's second-reading speech on 16
September this year. The Bill reflects the tip of the iceber~ of the ineptitude in, and
mismanagement of, education in Victorian schools, and the Inability of the government
to come to terms with many problems confronting the education system. The Victorian
Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration Commission is just one of those problem
areas.
The Minister for Education, in his second-reading speech, said:
During 1983, Cabinet considered the role of wage-fixing tribunals and agreed that there was a need to develop
a centralised and integrated system of determining incomes and conditions in the State public sector and relevant
areas ofthe private sector. It had become evident that a proliferation of wage-fixing authorities had occurred and
there was an urgent need to rationalise their functions.

That was 1983. It is now November 1987 and Parliament is bein~ requested to deal with
the need to rationalise the proliferation of wage-fixing authoritIes that was considered
urgent in 1983.
In introducing the Bill, the Minister has alerted the House to the fact that education,
together with many other government responsibilities, is in a mess, and has been for four
years. The Minister said that something urgent should have been done four years ago, but
that it is necessary to do something urgent now.
Some two months after the Bill was introduced into this House, as the end of the
sessional period is rapidly approaching, there is now little time to properly discuss the
important issues confronting the Ministry. I place on record my concern that the House
does not have the opportunity of debating some of the implications of what the Minister
said were measures that should have been taken four years ago.
The fact that it has taken four years has been of enormous embarrassment to the
Minister and a significant cost to the Victorian community, with several millions of dollars
of salaries and fees paid to the president and commissioners of the commission. I suggest
that it has taken four years because the Minister has not been able to obtain the agreement
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of various unions. The commission has represented the fulcrum of dissension and clashes
of opinion between warring unions within the education area which each want their piece
~~~~

.

The reason the Minister has not brought in the urgent reforms which the government
thought were urgent in 1983, and before he became the Minister, was because he was not
able to obtain an agreement on what to do about the conflicting problems.
The fourth annual report of the Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration
Commission reflects the problems that the commission has run into. We, in government,
indicated that we wanted this type of commission, but problems have arisen because the
current government limited some aspects of its parameters in hearing cases, and all the
commission has been able to do in its nearly five years of existence is to deal with
arguments about who should be representing whom in the education field. That has led to
dissension and exclusion of important elements in the education field for those being
represented before tribunals where they should be properly represented. I refer particularly
to principals who have been disadvantaged by the current position.
I have already highlighted that the commission has been a waste of taxpayers' money to
the tune of approximately $3 million since its inception. It reflects the tip of the iceberg of
many of the problems and concerns in the education area. It is important that the House
take note of these matters and reflect on them when we quickly pass through what seems
to be an insignificant Bill.
State education is suffering from the persistent changes which have been imposed on it
over the past five years by various Labor governments and Ministers. There are enormous
feelings of uncertainty, of poor direction or no direction at all. When I speak with those
involved in trying to put some order into chaos, I am told of the feelings of working in a
black hole which is getting deeper and deeper, and they wonder whether there will be a
light at the end of the tunnel in terms of where the restructure will be heading and who
will be doing what, and what the employees of the Ministry of Education will end up doing
and to whom they will be beholden.
They are in the position of knowing that the Minister is retiring, and the Minister has
given valuable years of service. It places an element of uncertainty and there is little
direction within the Ministry. Nevertheless, some positive things are happening within
the education system despite the lack of direction and uncertainty.
I reflect on this briefly because the commission deals with the most important employees
of the Ministry of Education, the teachers. The Opposition wishes to support them and to
ensure that there is some direction and certainty about what the educational agenda is for
them, what is expected of them and what pats on the back they will receive when they do
a good job.
The commission has been one of the failures that teachers have had to live with over
the past five years. I place on record the Opposition's concern and the concern of the
community on those issues.
The Bill makes a number of consequential changes to the Teaching Service Act. It also
makes other changes that are consequential to the Industrial Relations Act and other Acts.
It is complicated in many areas and there will be discussion in the Committee stage
because of the complexity of those matters.
Although in 1983 there was an urgent need to change the tribunals, take care of some of
the concerns and rationalise the wage fixing area, four years later we have to amend the
Bill in the Committee stage. That is an indication of whether it was so urgent and whether
people were addressing those issues urgently at all.
Mr Cathie interjected.
Ms SIBREE-The Minister indicates that it is a technical matter, and I accept that. If
the Minister had not been sitting there looking at his navel and tried to do what he is
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doing now four years ago he might have had the definitions right in the first place: that is
not too much to ask.
While the Opposition supports the Bill, it places on record its strong concerns on behalf
of the community that this issue represents the tip of the iceberg of the problems and
mismanagement that have occurred in the education system.
The House will deal with another education Bill later, but recently honourable members
may have seen some publicity in the newspapers about a poem being taught at the Yea
High School. It was written by Roger McGough, an English poet, who is one of my
favourite poets, and my family cares for his poetry, also.
In the lesson taught to those children in the classroom at Yea, one of the questions at
the end of the lesson was, "What would you think was an appropriate revenge for the
teachers?" The poem was supposed to be about corporal punishment in schools and it was
written for people to think twice about it.
As this is the last day of the session before Christmas, and the Minister may not be back
again if there is an early election; I thought I should dedicate a poem to the Minister, with
apologies to Roger McGough. I hope the Minister will take the poem in the spirit in which
it is delivered. The poem reads:
"THE MINISTRY" OR THE OPPOSITION'S REVENGE
Chaos ruled, OK, in the department
as bravely the teachers walked out.
Ignored by the Minister and government,
who ignore at their peril, their shouts.
The theme for today is incompetence
and homework was not set,
"I'm going to teach you a lesson
your jobs will all be upset".
We're picking the theme "restructure"
and we'll throttle the system-you wait!
Just push the button-"destruct ya"
throw open the schoolyard gate.
We'll chop and change position,
let confusion hide the truth,
We've mucked up the State's education,
golly, gosh-struth!
"I'm oft" says Minister Cathie,
as he slammed the school room door,
Education is revolting
And I'll not come back for more.

School teachers in the school system feel just like that.
Mr HANN (Rodney)-The National Party supports the Bill, which effectively transfers
the industrial relations responsibility for the Teaching Service from the Victorian Teaching
Service Conciliation and Arbitration Commission to the Industrial Relations Commission.
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This has been a sorry saga and, in many respects, the opposition parties-and I have to
say that at the time I, as spokesman for the National Party, bowed to the goodwill of the
Minister, and I pay due regard to a former spokesman for education, Mr WaIter Jona who,
at the time, would probably have preferred to push ahead with the amendment that we
were proposing at the time; it is easy to be wise in hindsight-we would probably have
overcome many of the delays had those amendments been made to the legislation at that
time.
We acted with goodwill and in good faith in accepting the response that we received
from the former Minister, who was anxious that we did not include an amendment in the
Act in 1984 which would effectively have granted principals the right to have their own
separate unit and agents before the Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration
Commission.
Incidently, those amendments were inserted into the proposed legislation in this House
and in the Legislative Council and, from recollection, the Bill came back in the very early
hours of the morning for further debate. At that time the Minister indicated he simply
could not accept a proposition whereby the commission would not have the right to
determine units and agents. He submitted a forthright ar~ument and asked that the
National Party withdraw the amendment so that the commissIon could determine whether
there would be units and agents.
It is interesting to reflect on the Minister's response. The Minister indicated that he
would make a statement in the Parliament that, in his opinion, there ought to be separate
units and agents. He proceeded to do that on 2 December 1983 as recorded at page 2680
of Hansard.
The Minister said that in his opinion the role of the principal was quite unique and that
the Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration Commission should take
that into account when determining the units and agents operating before the commission.
At the time I was also convinced by the chairman of the commission, Mr Bill Stelmach,
who then said that, in his opinion, there would be separate units and agents. I did not
disclose that remark at the time because it was said in confidence. Subsequently, Mr
Stelmach supported the commission's decision to have a single unit and a single agent. I
must say that man lost my confidence after making that decision. The government presented
a submission to the commission saying that there should be one unit and one agent. The
government was bowing to the wishes of the Teachers Federation of Victoria.
The National Party believes it is totally illogical to have principals represented by the
same union that represents the bulk of the teachers. There are distinct differences in the
responsibilities, both industrially and otherwise, of principals and teachers. The same
applies to the professional officers, the senior education officers, and the professional
administrators. They have separate tasks and roles that should be dealt with individually
before the appropriate industrial body.
The decision of the commission was challenged in the Supreme Court, which held that
it was the clear intent of the legislation, certainly the wish of the opposition parties and
the stated intention of the Minister for Education, as reported in the Hansard debates, to
have units and agents.
After the appeal was upheld the commission proceeded to make a strange decision,
because it then determined that there would be units and agents, but it determined that
the bulk of the professional principals would be lumped in with those units and that they
would be represented by a single agent.
Mr Cathie-But not the deputy principals.
Mr HANN-It was a ridiculous proposition. They could have put the two positions
together and had a separate unit and an agent representing them.
Mr Cathie-It was a numbers game.
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Mr HANN-The Minister is probably right. It was an incredible situation. The decision
of the commission held up the whole of the industrial relations function of the Victorian
Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration Commission and caused considerable
confusion and difficulties for the Minister over that period.

Finally, the government worked its way through the issues, but it has not been easy for
anyone, certainly not for the government. Although the parties may not be happy with the
ultimate decision, they appear to be reasonably satisfied. The National Party has not
received any strong representations from the Teachers Federation of Victoria on the
proposed legislation. No requests have been made to the National Party to oppose the Bill
or to seek any alterations to it, so it does appear that there is an acceptance that the
functions should transfer across to the Industrial Relations Commission of Victoria.
The National Party hopes in the future the transfer of the functions of the commission
to the Industrial Relations Commission will mean a separate representation for principals
and deputy principals, the teachers themselves, and for professional officers. It is not the
desire of the National Party to see division created between teachers and principals, but
they have separate responsibilities that need to be addressed. In industrial disputes
principals are really representing the Ministry of Education and have a responsibility, at
all times, to keep schools open but teachers may have a contrary view-that they wish to
take strike action.
The National Party believes it is not realistic on industrial relations issues to have the
two positions fixed together under the one unit. In hindsight, had the National Party
maintained its firm determination at the time it may well have saved the government
much money.
Ms Sibree-And the people of Victoria.
Mr HANN-Yes. I am aware that members of the commission were transferred to the
Industrial Relations Commission recently, but certainly for a long period they were each
paid salaries well in excess of$50 000 for doing literally very little.

If one examines the record of the meetings of that commission, one can see that very
few meetings were held where serious determinations were made, and at many meetings
the members simply noted the current state of play in the courts. The Minister interjects
that those commissioners were busy during the nursing dispute and other disputes. One
would hope that their methods are more effective in the future than they were during the
nursing dispute.
The National Party supports the proposed legislation and congratulates the Minister for
resolving a difficult issue that has continued over a long period. In hindsight it is a lesson
for opposition parties. The National Party, in some respects, encouraged the Liberal Party,
in good faith, to support the Minister in his desire not to change the legislation. If the
National Party had insisted that the legislation be amended, it may well have saved much
time, effort and money.
The issue highlights the fact that when legislation is introduced into Parliament with a
specific intent-in that instance it was specifically spelt out that there should be units and
agents-commissions or other bodies should respond to that specific intent rather than
bowing to the wishes of a powerful union.
Mr LEA (Sandringham)-I comment briefly about the causes for the introduction of
the Bill and its implications. I support the honourable member for Kew and congratulate
her on her literary contribution to the debate. I also congratulate the honourable member
for Rodney on his contribution.

The objects of the Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration Commission
were to determine the agents and units that were to appear on disputes and awards. In the
first annual report of the President of the Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation and
Arbitration Commission for the year ended 30 June 1984, Mr Bill Stelmach said:
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Whilst understanding the reasons for the delay in finalising the legislation governing this jurisdiction, the
commission has nevertheless experienced extreme frustration in its inability to commence even its initial task of
setting up the necessary unit-agent infrastructures within the two teaching services for so long.

The responsibility for the difficulties with that legislation must be laid at the door of the
government.
In 1985 a further report said that, because of legal processes, the commission had not
been able to proceed with the determination of the approved Act in the Teaching Service
and in the determining of the units and a~ents in the Technical and Further Education
Teaching Service and the implications of Industrial relations. The sorry story continues
because the commissioners were doing things other than the jobs for which they were
chosen.
The members of that commission were a former President of the Victorian Teachers
Union, Mr Lester Rootsey, a former Secretary of the Victorian Secondary Teachers
Association, Mr Barry Conway, and a former Labor Federal member of Parliament and
secondary school principal and vice-principal, Mr Max Old meadow. It was clear, with
that type of membership, what decision the commission would make. In fact, the
commissioners precipitated the outcome of the commission's decision because they were
not prepared to make a decision that was fair and relevant to the whole of the Teaching
Service.
In his general comments in the 1986 report, the president states:
However, now that this commission looks like becoming fully operational under its own Act, I recognise that
the first priority of its members will have to be directed to the activities of the two teaching services.

Wonderful! After being appointed for three years the members of that commission would
be able to do the job for which they were actually appointed. In fact, an article by Robin
Dixon in the Age of 28 February 1986 was headlined:
Long rehearsal, but the curtain may soon rise on teacher commission.

What a wonderful state of affairs, Mr Speaker. Another Age headline of 22 May 1987
states:
$1·5 million payout for doing absolutely nothing.

That is stupendous. Nothing happened in the education arena but the government paid
out $1·5 million. The government was frustrated by a legal process caused by the decisions
of the commission which was loaded with former Labor Party troglodytes and union
officials.
The 1987 report of the Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration
Commission shows a little hope on the horizon. The government has in fact agreed on the
establishment of four units: the first consistin~ of all officers managing schools and
principals; the second consisting of deputy princIpals; the third consisting of all teachers;
and the fourth consisting of administrators. The state of play after four years is that four
units will be allocated to the people concerned.
What has now happened is that the Teachers Federation of Victoria has won the
guernsey for units, 1, 3 and 4 and the Federation of Victorian School Administrators is to
be an agent for unit 2. Oile wonders why the FVSA cannot use its own agents. The crux is
that the commission has been a political body ever since it was appointed. That is why the
system has floundered.
The Bill takes away all matters relating to industrial disputes and awards formerly
handled by the Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration Commission.
The Liberal Party supports the Bill in the hope that it will achieve what the commission
has been unable to.
The first concern is that the Bill mentions the "relevant industrial association" for
presenting cases to the Industrial Relations Commission. The key word is "relevant".
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Who decides on the "relevant" association. The problem with the commission is that it is
a Labor Party, union-official-dominated commission and has not been prepared to admit
that either principals or the conservative teachers union, the Victorian Affiliated Teachers
Federation should present cases. That is the crux of the matter. The government wants to
hear only relevant industrial associations that support the government.
The Bill provides for considerable order making and award making Ministerial power.
One must examine the infrastructure of the Ministry of Education to know that the
majority of its regulations, order making powers and awards do not come under scrutiny.
In fact, the documents that arrive on principals' desks giving instructions, changing awards,
changing conditions and alterations to promotions come under the vast power of the
Minister.
The Minister now has a special power. He can make an order on an industrial and salary
award or a condition without consultation with Parliament. That is the real concern of the
Opposition. The increase in Ministerial power in the Ministry of Education is already
significant.
I am a member of the subordinate legislation subcommittee of the Legal and
Constitutional Committee. That subcommittee sees no regulations that are made by the
Ministry of Education. They do not cross the committee's table. Yet this Minister wants
further power with industrial relations and awards. I am concerned about that situation.
Constant reference is made to the "'relevant" industrial association in the Bill. One
could hardly have complete confidence that the Industrial Relations Commission will be
able to handle the matter in an arbitrary, fair and judicial manner.
The Teaching Service in Victoria has returned to the situation that existed in 1946 when
the Teachers Tribunal was first set up. Because of the hard times of the depression, teachers
fought to have a teaching service appeal mechanism that related solely to teachers and
specialised in their needs.
Mr Andrew Spaull, who wrote the Politics of Schools in 1976, is well known to the
Minister and is certainly not conservative in his political thinking. He wrote an article in
the Age on 6 October 1987 headed, "Teachers in industrial limbo" . That article states:
This special quality will be lost if teachers are forced into a State Teachers Conciliation and Arbitration Board
under the jurisdiction of the IRe.

Mr Cathie-What was the special quality?
Mr LEA-I shall pursue that matter if I am allowed the time. The special quality relates
to knowledge of educational matters, conditions of teaching, what it is like to be a classroom
teacher and what it is like to do everything involved with running schools. I do not have
to go on unless the Minister presses me to do so.

Here is a situation where a Labor Party supporter, a left-wing unionist, a radical of the
1970s, is saying to this Minister and the government that concerns are held about the
Industrial Relations Commission which deals with educational matters.
It is significant that two tribunals are outside the commission. This fact recognises the
special nature of teaching. They are the Teaching Service Discipline Appeals Board and
the Teaching Service Appeals Board. They have their own special statement and
proclamation and, in fact, this Bill protects the chairmanship of one of those boards, Mr
Barry Rimmer, a well-known Labor Party member and union official.

I assure the Minister that I would dearly have loved to have my position in the Teaching
Service preserved by an Act of Parliament. The Minister is trying to tell the House today
that, on the one hand, all these matters are in the hands of the commission but, on the
other hand, there are two separate appeals boards outside the Industrial Relations
Commission.
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I conclude with the point that although the Opposition supports the Bill, it has concerns
about it. I express my personal concern about outcomes in the future. One hopes that the
matters that have taken four or five years to go nowhere will be resolved. I wish the
Minister and his successor well in carrying out the difficult role of developing a proper
system of awards and negotiating disputes in the Teaching Service.

Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-I thank the honourable member for Kew, the
Deputy Leader of the National Party and the honourable member for Sandringham for
their contributions to the debate.
Industrial relations always is a difficult and complex matter, as was noted yesterday
when some teachers went on strike. Part of the complexity arises because of the competing
different interests in the profession.
I t has taken some years to achieve the progress made in industrial relations, through the
establishment of and the experience in the Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration
Commission. Throughout its life, the teaching service commission has been subject to
challenges in the courts, and it has been stated that the commission has been prevented
from working as well as was intended.
I shall not refer to the issue of restructuring raised by the honourable member for Kew
because it is not relevant. It affects only employees of the Ministry of Education who work
at the Rialto centre or in suburban centres. The restructuring does not in any way affect
schools or classroom teachers. However, devolution will occur when support services are
moved from the city centre to suburban centres, which will result in the availability of
better support services to the practising classroom teacher. It is for this reason the
government will establish about 43 education support centres.
I should have thought the Opposition would support that policy; certainly the Opposition
when in government agreed with this concept, but did nothing about it. It is significant to
the lack of credibility of the Opposition these days that, in five years in opposition, the
Liberal Party has not announced a single policy.
The Deputy Leader of the National Party referred to the question of agents, which is an
issue which has led to lengthy challenges and arguments before the courts. The point about
placing teachers under the jurisdiction of the Industrial Relations Commission is that the
government regards that body as the appropriate decision maker. The Industrial Relations
Commission is competent to so decide and the government certainly has confidence in
the independence of the commission to listen to and respond to argument.
The Bill will allow three possible levels of representation for any organisations which
claim to represent different groups of teachers, principals or deputy principals. Any of
these organisations will be able to argue before the commission for the right to place a
member on a seat of the Conciliation and Arbitration Board. Any recognised organisation
will be able to go before the appropriate board to present material and argument.
All meetings and deliberations of the Conciliation and Arbitration Boards will be public;
there is open access to the argument and decisions of the boards. I have confidence in the
commission; the commission has the background of precedents to ensure fairness.
The honourable member for Sandringham asked why it is necessary for the Bill to
provide for the Minister or the Governor in Council to exercise certain powers. There are
many matters in the day-to-day business of running education and schools in Victoria
which are not covered specifically by any industrial award, and it is for this purpose only
that the provision provides this power.
For example, travelling reimbursement rates will increase-in my experience, they have
never decreased. There will be no need to return to the board to obtain a new order to
update the rates consistent with the Public Service. It is an essential power, and that is
why it is in the Bill.

Tobacco Bill

13 November 1987

ASSEMBLY

2443

The provision will cover procedures for making teachers permanent, or for awarding
special duty allowances at the school level. These procedures can change from time to
time depending on agreement, negotiation or consultation between the Ministry of
Education and the various bodies involved, namely, the schools and the Teachers
Federation of Victoria.
The government proposes to move a technical amendment in another place. It is simply
that under the Act there is provision for an association of employees to be recognised as
an association for the purposes of that Act and, honourable members will realise, neither
the Teachers Federation of Victoria nor the Federation of Victorian School Administrators
will come under that definition because they are a group of association of employees. The
definition needs to be extended; otherwise those organisations will not be eligible bodies
under the Act. The proposed amendment and consequential amendments will be moved
in another place.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

TOBACCO BILL
The message from the Council relating to the amendments in this Bill was taken into
consideration.

Council's amendments:
1. Clause 2, line 10, omit "Section 6 (1) and (3) comes" and insert "Sections 6 (1) and (3), 13 and 15 come".

2. Clause 2, line 12, omit "Section 6 (2) comes" and insert "Sections 6 (2), 9 and 10 come".
3. Clause 3, lines 15 and 16, omit "and includes an acting chairperson".
4. Clause 3, lines 19 and 20, omit "and includes an acting member".
5. Clause 4, lines 21-23, omit sub-section (2) and insert"(2) Nothing in this Act or the regulations applies to(a) the labelling of packages of tobacco if the tobacco is packed for sale outside Victoria and is not sold in
ViCtoria; or
(b) anything which causes, permits, authorises or assists in the sale or promotion of the sale, purchase, use or
consumption of a tobacco product if the sale, purchase, use or consumption occurs solely outside Victoria.".

6. Clause 4, line 24, omit "6 (2) or".
7. Clause 6, line 13, omit "or cinema".
8. Clause 6, page 5, lines 5 and 6, omit paragraph (e) and insert"(e) anythinf; to which, by reason of section 10, this section does not apply.".

9. Clause 6, page 5, line 6, after "10" insert "; or".
10. Clause 6, page 5, after line 6 insert"( ) an invoice, statement, order, letterhead, business card, cheque, manual or other document ordinarily
used in the course of business.".
11. Clause 8, line 37, after "8." insert "(I)".
12. Clause 8, page 6, after line 2 insert"(2) Nothing in sub-section (1) applies to a gratuitous offer of a tobacco product to a person without any direct
or indirect pecuniary benefit or inducement to purchase a tobacco product.".
13. Clause 9, line 13, omit "reward,".
14. Clause 9, line 19, omit "reward,".
15. Clause 9, afterline 24 insert··(3) Nothing in sub-section (1) or (2) applies to the giving of, or an agreement to give, a scholarship by a
manufacturer or distributor of a tobacco product to an employee or a member of the family of an employee, of
the manufacturer or distributor.
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(4) Nothing in this section applies to the annual festival known as the Myrtleford Tobacco and Hops Festival.".
16. Clause 10, omit this clause.
17. Clause 12, line 24, omit" 5" and insert" 10".
18. Clause 12, line 25, omit "10" and insert "20".
19. Clause 12, line 23, omit "5" and insert "10".
20. Clause 12, line 29, omit "10" and insert "20".
21. Clause 12, line 33, omit "5" and insert "10".
22. Clause 12, line 34, omit "10" and insert "20".
23. Clause 13, lines 5-9, omit sub-clause (1) and insert"13. (1) A person must not place or cause or permit to be placed a vending machine for operation by members
of the public in any premises unless the premises are(a) licensed premises within the meaning ofthe Liquor Control Act 1987; or
(b) a bingo centre within the meaning of section 6FB of the Lotteries Gaming and Betting Act 1966 in respect
of which(i) the age limit prescribed under that Act is at least 16; or
(ii) a condition of the relevant bingo centre operator licence prohibits entry to the centre by persons
under the age of 16; or
(c) premises set aside by an employer as a staff amenity area for the use of persons over the age of 16 years.

Penalty: 10 penalty units.".
24. Clause 13, line 12, omit "as to the general effect ofsection 12" and insert "in the prescribed form".
25. Clause 16, page 9, line 8, after "directs" insert "and".
26. Clause 16, page 9, line 11, omit "fixed" and insert "affixed".
27. Clause 17, line 14, omit "objectives" and insert "objects".
28. Clause 17, line 15, omit "and" and insert ", safety or".
29. Clause 18, line 27, omit "With the consent of the Minister".
30. Clause 18, lines 36 and 37, omit "Subject to and in accordance with the approval of the Minister,".
31. Clause 18, after line 39 insert"( ) to consult regularly with relevant Government Departments and agencies and to liaise with persons and
organisations affected by the operation of this Act;".
32. Clause 19, lines 4 and 5, omit "with the consent of' and insert "following consultation with".
33. Clause 20, omit this clause.
34. Clause 21, omit this clause.
35. Clause 22, line 21, after "member" insert "appointed under section 21".
36. Clause 22, after line 27 insert"( ) A member elected under section 21 (1) (/) holds office, subject to this Part for three years but is eligible
for re-election.".
37. Clause 23, line 31, after "member" insert "(other than a member referred to in section 21 (1)(/) )".
38. Clause 23, line 31, after "allowances" insert "(if any)".
39. Clause 24, omit this clause.
40. Clause 31, line 24, omit "with the approval of the Minister" and insert "following consultation with the
Minister and the Minister administering the Sport and Recreation Act 1972".
41. Clause 31, line 26, omit "assit" and insert "assist".
42. Clause 32, line 31, after "Council" insert "on the recommendation of the Minister".
43. Clause 32, after line 33 insert"( ) Before making a recommendation for the purposes of sub-section (1), the Minister must seek the advice
of the Foundation.".
44. Clause 33, omit the words and expressions on lines 30 to 32 and insert-
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"( ) amounts, being not less than 30 per centum of the Victorian Health Promotion Levy, determined by the
Foundation for payment to sporting bodies; and
( ) amounts, being not less than 30 per centum of the Victorian Health Promotion Levy, determined by the
Foundation for payment to bodies for the purpose of health promotion; and
( ) other amounts by way of grant or loan or financial accommodation for payment in accordance with this
Act to persons or bodies determined by the Foundation; and".
45. Clause 33, lines 35 and 36, omit "not exceeding in the aggregate ten per centum of the Victorian Health
Promotion Levy".
46. Clause 33, page 15, after line 2 insert"( ) An amount paid to a body out of the Fund under sub-section (4) (except paragraph (d) ) must be presented
or otherwise delivered to the body by the Chairperson or the chief executive officer or by a member of the
Foundation (other than a member appointed under section 21 (1) (f) nominated by the Chairperson for that
purpose and must be made only in the name of the Foundation.".
47. Clause 34, line 8, omit "and contain such matters, as are".
48. Clause 34, line 10, after "Treasurer" insert "and the Minister administering the Sport and Recreation Act
1972".
49. Clause 34, line 13, after "may," insert "if requested to do so by the Foundation,".
50. Clause 36, page 16, line 33, omit paragraph (e) and insert"(e) must be audited as required by section 36".

51. Clause 36, page 16, lines 39-42 and page 17, lines 1-12, omit sub-sections (5), (6), (7) and (8).
52. Clause 37, line 17, omit "36" and insert "35".
53. Clause 39, page 19, line 12, omit "38" and insert "37".
54. Clause 40, line 15, omit ""39" and insert "38".
55. Clause 40, line 17, omit "38" and insert "37".
56. Clause 44, omit this clause.
57. Clause 45, after line 24, insert"(3) Regulations made under this Act may be disallowed in whole or in part by resolution of either House of
the Parliament in accordance with the requirements of section 6 (2) of the Subordinate Legislation Act 1962
which disallowance is deemed disallowance by the Parliament for the purposes of that Act.".
58. Insert the following new clause to follow clause 9:
Exemptions.
"AA (1) Sections 6 (1) (c), 6 (2) and 9 do not apply to a person who, under a contract or agreement relating to
a sports or arts function or event or series of functions or events, with another person, in exchange for a
sponsorship, gift, prize or like benefit, displays only in connection with such a function or event(a) the whole or part ofa trademark, or brand name ofa tobacco product; or

(b) the name of the manufacturer or distributor ofa tobacco product-

if the display of the trademark, brand name or name is restricted to(c) signs or objects on or within the site of such a function or event; or

(d) naming such a function, event or part of such a function or event, a scholarship, gift or prize; or
(e) any booklet, leaflet or handbill distributed to the public; or

(f) signs or objects on the outside of any road, sea or air vehicle used in any such function or event or on any
participant in any such function or event.

(2) The Governor in Council, on the recommendation ofthe Minister, by Order published in the Government
Gazette, may declare that section 6 (2) does not apply in respect of a specified tobacco advertisement or a
specified class of tobacco advertisement placed or displayed before 1 July 1991 in accordance with an agreement
entered into before 8 October 1987.
(3) In making a recommendation to the Governor in Council for the purposes of sub-section (2), the Minister
must take into account(a) the desirability of the application of the prohibitions in section 6 (2) in stages; and
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(b) the extent to which undue hardship will be suffered by compliance with section 6 (2) before 1 July 1991."

59. Insert the following new clause to follow clause 19Foundation to be responsible to Minister.
"BB. (1) The Foundation shall perform its functions and exercise its powers subject to any guidelines or
directions on any matter or class of matters declared by the Governor in Council on the recommendation of the
Minister after consultation with the Minister administering the Sport and Recreation Act 1972 by notice published
in the Government Gazette to be guidelines or directions for the purposes of this section.
(2) Sections 5, 6 and 6A of the Subordinate Legislation Act 1962 apply to a guideline published under subsection (1) as if the guideline were a statutory rule within the meaning of that Act notice of which had been
published in the Government Gazette on the day on which the notice under sub-section (1) was published.
(3) Guidelines under sub-section (I) may be disallowed in whole or in part by resolution of either House of
the Parliament in accordance with the requirements of section 6 (2) of the Subordinate Legislation Act 1962
which disallowance is deemed disallowance by the Parliament for the purposes of that Act."
60. Insert the following new clause to follow clause 19:
Membership of Foundation.
··AAA. (1) The Foundation shall consist of(a) three persons with expertise in health and illness prevention, one of whom shall be chosen by the Minister
from a panel of three names submitted by the Anti-Cancer Council; and
(b) four persons with expertise in sport or sports administration, one of whom shall be chosen by the Minister
from a panel of three names submitted by the Sports Federation of Victoria or, if that body ceases to exist,
another body representing amateur sport in Victoria and nominated by the Minister and one of whom shall be
nominated by the Minister as representing country sport; and
(c) two persons with expertise in business, management, communications or law; and

(d) one person with expertise in the arts or arts administration; and
(e)

one person with expertise in advertising; and

(I) three persons who are members of the Legislative Council or the Legislative Assembly elected by the

Legislative Council and Legislative Assembly jointly.
(2) The Minister may appoint a Chairperson and a Deputy Chairperson from amongst the members referred
to in sub-section ( 1) (other than paragraph (I) ).
(3) The members (other than the members referred to in sub-section (1) (1»(a) shall be appointed by the Governor in Council; and

(b) are not, in respect of the office of member, subject to the Public Service Act 1974.

(4) The appointment of a member takes effect on the day on which notice of the appointment is published in
the Government Gazette.
(5) The appointment of a member may be disallowed by resolution of either House of the Parliament.
(6) Notice of a resolution to disallow the appointment of a member must be given in the House in question
on or before the fifth sitting day of the House after notice of the appointment is published in the Government
Gazette and the resolution must be passed on or before the seventh day on which that House sits after notice of
the resolution has been given in the House but the power ofthe House to pass the resolution is not affected by
the prorogation or dissolution of the Parliament or of either House of the Parliament and for the purpose of this
sub-section the calculation of days of which a House has sat shall be made as ifthere had been no such prorogation
or dissolution.".

Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I move:
That amendment No. 1 be agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I move:
That amendment No. 2 be disagreed with.

It had the unintended effect of deferring until January 1989 the commencement of even

the most limited form of provision relating to sports sponsorship. The Liberal Party was
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concerned that proposed sections 9 and 10 would not provide separate provisions. The
wording of clause 2 makes that clear, and that has been agreed to by the other party.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I move:
That amendment Nos 3 to 14 be agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I move:
That amendment No. 15 be agreed to with the following amendment:
In sub-clause (4), omit "and Hops" and insert ", Hops and Timber".

As I understand it, this technical amendment is necessary because a member of the
National Party in another place, in an amendment, used the wrong name for the Myrtleford
Tobacco, Hops and Timber Festival.
Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra)-I am happy to support the amendment. As the local
member for Myrtleford, I know that the festival referred to in the amendment brings the
entire community together. It celebrates the harvest of tobacco grown in the area, and it is
a most worthwhile community project. It is used to celebrate not only the harvest and the
hard work and achievements of the people involved in tobacco growing but also to help
other community organisations to raise funds and to get together in the spirit of a country
community that is an example to the rest of Australia.
The amendment picks up the amendment the Liberal Party espoused from the beginning,
which I am happy to note has been accepted by all parties. The original Bill proposed that
tobacco sponsorship of functions such as the Myrtleford Tobacco, Hops and Timber
Festival would be illegal unless they were exempted because they were of national or State
significance. During the debate, along with many of my colleagues, I spoke strongly about
the need for people to be equal before the law and about the danger of giving to a
government and a Minister discretionary power to say that some functions, because they
have national impact, can have sponsorship while others, because they do not have clout,
cannot.
It was for that reason that the Liberal Party was successful in persuading the Minister,
to his credit, that the prohibition of sponsorship by tobacco companies should be deleted
from the Bill. That has been done. Under the Liberal Party amendment, the Myrtleford
Tobacco, Hops and Timber Festival would have been able to continue, but it is appropriate
that it should be included in the Bill. Tobacco growers were so worried about the Bill that
they came to Parliament House.

The SPEAKER-Order! I am prepared to entertain some elaboration on the matter
before the House! but I am not prepared to allow the honourable member for Benambra
to go over a Bill which has been passed by this place and which has now been returned
from the other place with amendments. If I allow the honourable member to widen the
scope of the debate, I shall have to allow everyone else to do the same and the House will
be debating this matter for a long time.
Mr LIEBERMAN-I appreciate that, Mr Speaker, and I do not intend to go beyond
what is fair and reasonable.
The people involved in the Myrtleford Tobacco, Hops and Timber Festival are the
people who grow tobacco, and they expressed concern about the Bill. Before the debate
took place, they organised a rally in front of Parliament House. Unhappily, the honourable
member for North Eastern Province in the other place, the Honourable Bill Baxter,
incorrectly informed the other place that, when the tobacco growers involved in the
festival attended Parliament House, no member of Parliament other than the Leader of
the National Party was prepared to speak with them.
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Mr Ross-Edwards-That is right.
Mr LIEBERMAN-That was a grave error on the part ofMr Baxter because I went to
the rally and spoke with Mr David Pollock before it commenced. I was not asked at any
time to speak to the gathering. Had I been asked to speak, I would have done so.
The SPEAKER-Order! This debate does not afford the opportunity of repeating the
history of the Bill. The honourable member for Benambra is well aware of the procedure
of dealing with amendments such as this from the other place. I ask him to confine his
comments purely to the amendment before the Chair.
Mr LIEBERMAN-I was explaining that had I been invited to speak to the gathering,
I would have done so. I would have been able to tell tobacco growers that the amendments
proposed by the Liberal Party would enable, for example, sponsorship of the Myrtleford
Tobacco, Hops and Timber Festival to continue. The National Party has supported the
Liberal Party's amendments, and that is what I would have told members of the rally had
I been asked to speak. I regard it as a matter of courtesy not to speak unless one is asked.
The SPEAKER-Order! I shall take the opportunity offered by the honourable member
for Benambra and ask him to cease defying the Chair and to round off his comments in
respect of the amendment currently being dealt with.
Mr LIE BERMAN-I am happy to see that the name of the festival, which is important
in the electorate I represent, is correctly recorded and enshrined in the Bill. I am sure the
festival will continue to be successful and will continue to offer hospitality and friendshipeven to the Leader of the National Party, who would be welcome to attend.
Mr Ross-Edwards-I have not been asked!
Mr LIEBERMAN-I have no doubt that if the Leader of the National Party asks to
speak he will be allowed to do so.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I move:
That amendments Nos 16 to 57 be agreed to.

I do not wish to open debate on hops festivals or whatever, but I point out for the record
that a number of the amendments moved by the Opposition in the other place weaken the
Bill. However, as a result of detailed discussions, agreement has been reached that the
amendments will remain in the Bill. The government will watch the situation carefully,
and, as discussed with the other parties, it will introduce further measures if any problems
arise.
Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South)-I thank the Minister for his comments. I am
delighted that the Premier is overseas, because commonsense has been allowed to prevail.
I am pleased that the government will introduce further amendments if they are necessary.
Goodwill has prevailed in the debate between the industry and the people involved in the
anti-cancer movement. That suggests that the agreements that have been reached will be
honoured. If not, the Opposition will support any amendment that is necessary to ensure
that the power of Parliament is exercised in the way all honourable members would expect.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I move:
That amendment No. 58 be agreed to with the following amendments:
1. In sub-clause (1) after "restricted" insert "in accordance with the regulations".
2. After sub-clause (1) insert:
"( ) The Minister shall establish a review to report on the operation of sub-section (1) by March 1990 or,
if there is evidence that the activities to which sub-section (1) applies are increasing, by an earlier date.".
3. In sub-clause (3) omit "sub-section (2)" and insert "sub-section (3)".

Geelong Market Site (Amendment) Bill

13 November 1987

ASSEMBLY

2449

The government wants to avoid the exploitation ofloopholes. Its legal advice was that the
amendments ensure that that will occur.
Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South)-The Opposition believes it is not necessary to
insert these provisions. Bearing in mind the goodwill that has accompanied all negotiatlOns
on the introduction of regulations, the motion is not reasonable.
Ifpeople do not behave correctly, as would be expected under the provisions contained
in the Bill, the Opposition would happily support an amending Bill to enforce the correct
behaviour. Therefore, the Opposition will not support the amendments.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-The amendments are in accordance with the
regulations, which can be reviewed by both Houses of Parliament and, therefore, the
National Party supports the motion.
Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South)-The Opposition will not force a division on the
motion.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member has exercised his right to speak to
the motion. If he wishes to do so again he must speak by leave.
Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South) (By leave)- To assist the procedures of the House,
the Opposition Vv111 not force a division on this issue because the National Party and the
government have the numbers. The vote will be taken on the voices to aid the swift
passage of the Bill.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I move:
That amendment No. 59 be agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I move:
That amendment No. 60 be agreed to with the following amendments:
1. In sub-clause (3) (a) omit "Governor in Council" and insert "regulations".
2. Omit sub-clause (4) and insert:
"(4) If the regulation appointing a member is disallowed. the appointment ceases to have effect.".
3. Omit sub-clauses (5) and (6).

This matter has been the subject of discussion between the various parties and I understand
agreement has been reached.
The amendments to the amendment ensure that the Bill contains a reserve power to
allow for the rejection of an appointment. The amendments are in accordance with the
wishes expressed by the two parties. I commend the amendments to the House.
The motion was agreed to.
It was ordered that the Bill be returned to the Council with a message intimating the
decision of the House.

GEELONG MARKET SITE (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from October 29) on the motion ofMr Jolly (Treasurer) for the
second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-The Bill amends the Geelong Market Site Act 1983 in a
number of ways. Firstly, it provide.s for the establishment of a reserve fund into which the
City of Geelong is required to pay revenue from the Geelong Market site project. The
establishment of the reserve fund is designed to ensure that funds are available to meet
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the commitment on borrowings on the Geelong Market site; for the construction of the
Geelong Market site project; and for the residual rental payable to the State government
on Crown land upon WhICh the project was constructed.
The Act provides that the council may apply the revenue of the project to the repayment
of commitments on the borrowings to meet the rental due to the State government and
that any additional amount may be used under certain circumstances for town purposes.
The Treasurer said that the purpose of the amendment is to provide additional security to
the creditors of the project, that is the City of Geelong, to protect against the eventuality
that a council might be tempted some time in the future to apply profits in one year for
town purposes, even if in the subsequent year insufficient funds would be available to
meet the servicing of the project.
The Bill requires the fund to build to $1 million and, thereafter, for the council to
maintain a balance of $1 million in the reserve fund account. The Bill also extends the
borrowing powers of the council to fund the project broadly along the lines set out in the
Borrowing and Investment Powers Act. It subjects the council to control by the Treasurer,
in that the consent of both the Treasurer and the Minister administering the Local
Government Act is required before the council is entitled to exercise the borrowing
powers.
The City of Geelong has made representations to the Liberal Party seeking two
amendments to the Bill. The council has no objection to the requirement that it establish
a reserve fund, which it regards as appropriate. However, it has two reservations: firstly, it
is unreasonable and inappropriate to maintain the reserve fund limit for the period of
borrowings made under the Act for the purposes of the project.
As I understand it, following consultation with the council and the Liberal Party, the
Treasurer has no objection to that; accordingly, in the Committee stage of the Bill I shall
move an amendment designed to limit the obligations imposed upon the council. I
understand that the Treasurer will accept the proposed amendment.
The council seeks an amendmen~ to clarify the ranking of the government's claim to the
residual 20 per cent which represerlts rental on Crown land. There has been consultation
between the government, the Liberal Party, and the council. There is some uncertainty as
to what is being sought and what may be required or reasonable in that matter. The
Treasurer proposed to have further consultations with the council about it. The Liberal
Party will be happy to consult with either the council or the government to facilitate any
reasonable amendment to meet the desired objective.
The council has expressed some uncertainty as to what would be achieved by the
amendment. It expressed such concerns in a letter to the Treasurer, a copy of which has
been furnished to the Liberal Party. The Liberal Party does not propose to move that
amendment, pending further consultation. That is best dealt with in the next sessional
period of Parliament, ifit is to be dealt with at all.
I shall comment on the extension of the borrowing and investment powers. The Liberal
Party has some reservations about the provisions in the Borrowing and Investment Powers
Act. The Liberal Party expressed reservations about such matters when the principal Act
was initiated. Certain amendments were made to that Bill upon the insistence of the
opposition parties in this place and in the Legislative Council so as to narrow both the
investment powers and borrowing powers of the statutory authorities subject to that Act.
In speaking about not only the City of Geelong in particular but also about local
government in general, the Opposition believes there are difficulties in the extension of
very wide investment powers to local government bodies. In many cases such borrowings
are not guaranteed-they are guaranteed only by a charge over their rate revenue. The
taxpayers of Victoria may have to assume the obligations of councils which find themselves
in financial difficulty.
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One way in which councils are likely to get into financial difficulty is by undertaking
large development projects. The recent report on the activities of the Sale City Council
demonstrated that in many cases local government does not have the expertise to handle
the financial arranagements involved in either large-scale property development or large
ventures involving substantial financial commitments.
Given the nature of local government, it is not reasonable to expect councils to have or
to acquire that expertise. Many of the statutory authorities subject to the Borrowing and
Investment Powers Act not only have a large degree of expertise but also have access to
the resources of the public sector and can command resources in the private sector. They
are, therefore, better equipped to deal with the exercise of those powers.
Mr Maclellan-J ust like the SEC.
Mr STOCKDALE-I was coming to that qualification. Even when there is access to
that expertise-or when there should be access to such expertise-the government is
putting the interests of Victorian taxpayers at risk through such measures. This Bill
extends that risk to local government, albeit on a limited basis.
The exercise of the powers of the Accident Compensation Commission to invest on the
stock market has resulted in losses of more than $150 million in the first months of this
financial year. The huge foreign exchange losses of the SEC-the biggest statutory authority
in the State-shows that Parliament should proceed with caution in broadening the
investment powers of statutory authorities and, in particular, in extending those powers
to local government.
The Opposition has grave reservations about the extent to which the interests of ordinary
Victorians are imperilled by statutory authorities and local government being empowered
to undertake high risk ventures and to irresponsibly gamble on both the foreign exchange
market and the stock exchange, which are both high risk investment activities.
The Liberal Party is concerned about the proposal in the Bill to extend the investment
powers of the Geelong City Council concerning this project. The Liberal Party has discussed
the matter with the Geelong City Council and has told the council of the Liberal Party's
reservation about the breadth of powers the council would acquire under the Bill.
It has been put to the Liberal Party that substantial issues are involved in the refinancing
of the existing commitments of the council on the Geelong Market site project. For that
reason, the Liberal Party does not propose to delete the investment and borrowing powers
provisions-particularly the borrowing powers provision-in the Bill. The Treasurer has
undertaken the responsibility to control the exercise of those powers.
The exercise of such powers provided by the Bill is to be under the control of both the
Treasurer and the Minister for Local Government. The Liberal Party wishes the Treasurer
to apply higher standards to the exercise of that control than he has applied to the SEC, to
the MMBW, to State government authorities and to the government.
Victorians cannot afford a repeat of the $700 million loss on the foreign exchange
market. They cannot afford a repeat of the loss of hundreds of millions of dollars on the
foreign exchange market which has been the result of the irresponsibility of the Treasurer.
I put the Treasurer on notice that the Liberal Party will hold him accountable for the
consequences of the exercise of the powers given to him in this Bill.
The reserve funds proposal in the Bill is supported by the Geelong City Council. Such a
proposal is appropriate but it should be limited to the purposes it is designed to serve: to
limit the obligation to maintain the fund to the period during which payments or borrowings
are owing under the arrangements designed to finance the Geelong Market site project.
Mr J. F. McGRATH (Warrn&mbool)-The National Party supports the Bill. The
National Party has had discussions with the Geelong City Council, the Geelong Regional
Commission and the Geelong Chamber of Commerce, and those bodies support the Bill.
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The honourable member for Brighton has already mentioned that the Geelong City
Council sought two amendments. The National Party particularly supports the amendment
relating to what may be called the flexibility of the fund and it will support the amendment
the honourable member for Brighton proposes.
The purpose of the Bill is clear in relation to borrowing powers, particularly to the rights
of creditors. It is important to provide for the protection of creditors in whatever way
possible.
I am concerned about the loopholes in various Acts which make it difficult for business
people to take the necessary precautions and have the necessary guarantees to ensure that
their involvement in various projects is protected. There is a need for such protective
mechanisms for business people not only in their dealings with the Geelong Market site in
particular, but also in their dealings with statutory authorities and individuals in general.
There are enormous anomalies in the Act that allow people the refuge of bankruptcy;
they then seem to be able to start up other businesses and run other risks. However, that
is a little outside the debate.
The National Party supports the amendment and it wishes the Bill a speedy passage
through Parliament.

Mr DICKINSON (South Barwon)-The purposes of the Bill are to clarify the rights of
creditors of the City of Geelong to enforce their security, to widen the City of Geelong's
borrowing powers, and to make other necessary amendments.
In consultation with the City of Geelong and with the Geelong Chamber of Commerce
and other interested groups, I have undertaken to make known to the Treasurer that I
received correspondence from the City of Geelong on 30 October in respect of the Bill,
and the council commented as follows:
Clause 6 of the Bill amends section IQ (3) of the Act by obliging the council to establish a reserve fund to which
. it must pay" Any surplus of money standing to the credit of the Geelong Market Site Account at the end of the
municipal financial year after the payments that are required to be made from the account for that year under
this Act have been made."
One of the payments that the council must make under the Act is the payment pursuant to section 9 ofthe Act
to the Consolidated Fund of an amount equal to 20 per cent of the gross rent received by the council in any year
after deduction of agent's commission and "the cost of servicing loans including interest in respect of money
borrowed" under the Act.
The amount which the council is able to pay to the Reserve Fund is therefore reduced by the amount it is
obliged to pay to the Consolidated Fund. The council's ability to create a reserve fund is correspondingly reduced.
If the government's intention is to compel the council to create a reserve fund of at least $1 million so that the
interest oflenders to the council is made more secure, it is submitted that section 9 of the Act should be amended
by adding the following"(c) Payments by the council to the reserve fund pursuant to section 10 ofthis Act."

2. The Act presently provides that "profits standing to the credit of the Geelong Market Site Account at the
end of each municipal financial year may be paid from the account to the town fund". The Bill repeals this subsection and in effect only permits payment to the town fund of amounts in the reserve fund in excess of $1
million.
There is no date or even fixed or prescribed by which this limitation is removed. The council's obligation to
maintain the reserve fund is by the amendment in perpetuity, notwithstanding that it may have repaid all
borrowings or other obligations in connection with the Geelong Market site. The council does not believe that
this is the Government's intention or that, ifit is, it is a fair or reasonable restraint to place upon the council. We
suggest that section 10 (4) be further amended by adding at its commencement the following:
"For so long as any moneys borrowed under this Act or interest thereon remains owing by the council."

In short, the council has stated that it is in accord with the proposals for the principal Act
of 1983 to be amended and it suggests that the first amendment relating to the provision
to pay the 20 per cent of gross rental, less designated deductions, prior to payment into the
reserve fund is self-evident.
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The importance of the amendment is to ensure that payments to the reserve fund be
required only while borrowings are in existence. This is one of those matters that one
would have thought to be automatic, given that the purpose of the reserve is to secure a
lender. The proposed sunset clause meets that situation.
As a member of Parliament in the Geelong area, I commend the Geelong City Council
on its enterprise when it established the market square. I ask the Treasurer a number of
questions: has the Geelong City Council lost money in the municipal financial year to 30
September 19861 However I do not know what happened in the immediate past financial
year. Is it a case that these figures will not be available until the New Year when they are
audited and published by the council?
I ask the Treasurer whether he has any up-to-date figures, or preliminary figures, on the
financial results for the year ended 30 September 1987? Also, has he had any indication
from the council that it may be concerned about the financial operation of the centre in
the immediate past financial year?
There is some concern that the amendments have been initiated to facilitate lenders
who are concerned about the financial viability of the Geelong Market Square Centre.
There is also some concern in Geelong about the effect of the new Bay City Plaza on the
Geelong Market Square Centre when the plaza opens later this year.
It is believed Geelong is overprovided with retail premises. I seek an assurance from the
Treasurer that all is well with the Geelong Market Square Centre. Does he know of any
problems, and has any pressure come from lenders arising from concern about the financial
viability of the centre?

One can sometimes be suspicious about these types of Bills because often they are
introduced in anticipation of some future trouble. Only this week, Victorian authorities
were reported in the Australian of 11 November as losing $713 million. It was reported
that the Auditor-General said that risk management strategies were developed only after
borrowings were made and that insufficient consideration had been given to ensuring
against a fall in the value of the Australian dollar. The article continued:
Although the Auditor-General noted the Government was now dealing with many of the problems, he called
on it to improve risk management strategy and control overseas borrowings.

There is concern in Geelong that the project will remain viable and that it is under no
threat. In my discussions with the Geelong Chamber of Commerce, it stated that it had no
objection to the Bill. The City of Geelong has always said that pressure has been put on
the council by mortgagees who were pushing for the proposed amendments because they
believed they were not completely protected under the original Act if the Geelong Market
Square Centre failed to be financially viable.
Again, I ask the Minister to give some assurances in the course of the debate to support
what the lead speaker for the Opposition, the honourable member for Brighton, has
already stated in respect of the Bill.
Mr SHELL (Geelong)-It is with pleasure that I join in the debate on the Bill about the
Geelong Market site, commonly known as the Geelong Market Square Centre. The site
has seen a lot of transition over time and the current redevelopment is a credit to the
Geelong City Council, to the councillors and to the community of Geelong.
At one stage I worked at the Geelong Market Square Centre Post Office and, therefore, I
am familiar with the site. Within the site there used to be the old Corio theatre, which was,
in its'time, one of the greatest attractions of the area. It also had an open market situation
where one could buy fish, groceries and other products from stall holders on that site.
However, with time, this became out of date and there was a need for a redevelopment
of the site. To its credit, the Geelong City Council arranged for early termination of some
leases so that the redevelopment could take place in one piece. It asked the Cain government

2454

ASSEMBLY

13 November 1987

Geelong Market Site (Amendment) Bill

to assist with loan borrowing powers so that the State would become the guarantor for the
redevelopment.
I must say that the Geelong Market site is now a thriving retail enterprise. On Fridays,
in particular, the site is crowded, as it is on Saturdays.
On Melbourne Cup Day, when all the stalls were open at the site, business boomed.
Credit is due to the Geelong City Council for what it has done. I make special mention
also of ~ome of the leading councillors who took part in the development: Cr lan Ingles,
Cr Haydon Spurling, and former councillor, Howard Glover.
With the cooperation of the Geelong Re~onal Commission, the council was able to
develop the site into a modem, thriving retall establishment. The Bill will further assist in
making available additional finance for the project, and the amendments that have been
suggested by the Geelong City Council will be dealt with in Committee.
I have great pleasure in supporting the Bill.
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I thank honourable members for their support of the Bill. I
should like to comment briefly on some of the matters raised.
I refer, firstly, to the use of borrowing and investment powers. I agree with the remarks
of the honourable member for Brighton about the financial expertise of local councils:
they are clearly not in the same position as larger statutory authorities, which have fulltime professional financial expertise. Therefore, when extending borrowing and investment
powers in those areas, there is a need to treat the matter with considerable caution.
I also make brief reference to the City of Sale issue. As the honourable member for
Brighton would be aware, the City of Sale arrangements commenced under a Liberal Party
government and were subsequently supported by the Labor government. However, I
resisted pressure to provide a Treasurer's guarantee to the City of Sale because I did not
believe it was the appropriate course of action to take. I did, however, provide a letter of
comfort, which clearly indicated that the government supported the activity but that the
risk factor had to rest with the City of Sale.
As I understand the position, the Geelong Market site project is proceeding well.
However, it is important for the Bill to be passed during this sessional period so that the
refinancing arrangements can take place. Those arrangements have the effect of reducing
the cost of finance to the Geelong City Council.
I should like also to comment briefly on the reserve fund and to indicate that I am
willing to accept the amendment foreshadowed by the honourable member for Brighton,
which is effectively a sunset clause relating to the period for the rep~yment of money
borrowed for this activity. In my view, it really does not make much difference because it
is a long-term loan; obviously, a long-term investment is being undertaken in Geelong.
With respect to the arrangements for the use of Crown land, it is appropriate that the
Consolidated Fund receives priority. The land has been made available and the rental
moneys should go to the Consolidated Fund first. That is the intention of the government,
and that is why I have not been prepared to accept a change that was advocated by the
Geelong City Council. However, I am willing to consider this issue further, and I shall
contact the honourable member for Brighton about the matter before Parliament next
meets.
Again, I thank honourable members for their support of the Bill.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time and committed.
Clauses 1 to 4 were agreed to.
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Clause 5
Mr COOPER (Mornington)-I express my concern about the words that appear at line
19 of page 2 of the clause, which are: "the Minister administering the Local Government
Act 1958". The use of those words intrigues me and, more particularly, it intrigues a
number of people in local government circles to whose attention it has been directed.
Accordingly, I raise the matter to seek clarification from the Treasurer of the government's
views about the future of local government. There has been much talk over the past two
or three years about fears that the government has no commitment to local government
continuing to be administered by a separate department or to having a separate Minister
for Local Government. The phrasing within the clause appears to set up some kind of
signal which I should like the Treasurer to address and to clarify.
The way I and most other people see it is that ifpart of an Act were to be administered
by the Minister in charge of the Local Government Act he would be referred to as the
Minister for Local Government, rather than as the "Minister administering the Local
Government Act 1958". It appears tome to be a departure from tradition. As I said, I
believe the wording of the provision is setting up some kind of a signal, and the issue
needs to be addressed.
I have spoken with people who have been in Parliament for a considerable period and
have seen many Bills pass through this place and their view is that Parliamentary Counsel
would never have inserted this form of words into the Bill, but that he would have used
the phrase, "Minister for Local Government". In their view, it appears that the draftsman
was instructed to insert this form of wording, that is, "the Minister administering the
Local Government Act 1958".
It is important for local government throughout the State to know whether the
government will stick by the commitment it has made at successive elections to continue
to have a separate MinIster for Local Government and that it does have a commitment
towards local government being administered by a separate department.
In light of the fact that this sort of signal has been indicated by the government in this
small Bill-in which one would not expect to find such a thing-it is now time for the
government to declare publicly whether it has a secret agenda to lower its regard for the
institution of local government in this State.
There is concern within local government because, as honourable members would be
aware, before the 1985 election tremendous damage was done by the Premier when he
took away so many functions from the Local Government Department and distributed
them around other departments. At that time a suggestion was made that perhaps the next
step would be for the whole of local government to come under the Treasurer's
administration or for administration of the department to be given to the Minister for
Public Works, as he appears to have little to do. Perhaps the government's view is that
responsibility for local government should be returned to the Public Works Department
and that it not be a separate entity.
I raise these suggestions so that the Treasurer can clarify the matter on behalf of the
government. If he cannot, I should appreciate his taking up the matter with the Premier,
the Deputy Premier, the Minister for Local Government, and whoever else has a finger in
the pie. Hundreds of people in local government circles would be appreciative of that
action, too. Can the Treasurer assure those people that there is no hidden agenda and that
the government has no intention of taking the responsibility for local government away
from the Local Government Department?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I assure the honourable member for Mornington that there is
no hidden agenda in respect of the clause. The inclusion of the clause does not indicate
any signal in respect of the Local Government Department. I am unaware of any discussion
or of any rumour about the future'ofthe Local Government Department. As I understand
it, the clause is included purely as a drafting measure and nothing else.

The clause was agreed to.
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Clause 6
Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-I move:
Clause 6, line 22, after "fund" insert "for so long as any moneys borrowed under this Act and any interest
payable on those moneys is owing by the council".

The amendment was agreed to, and the clause, as amended, was adopted.
The Bill was reported to the House with an amendment, and passed through its remaining
stages..

MELBOURNE LANDS BILL
The debate (adjourned from October 28) on the motion of Mr Roper (Minister for
Transport) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-The intent of the Melbourne Lands Bill is clear: it is
to widen Punt Road. The majority of Victorians and particularly motorists will welcome
the measure. The Bill will revoke the reservations and Crown grants for Yarra Park and
the Yarra Park Primary School, so that that land may be used in connection with the
widening of Punt Road.
The Opposition will not be opposing the Bill. The provisions of the Bill are aligned with
the policy of the Liberal Party in Victoria, that Punt Road needs to be upgraded and
widened, and that has been the case for a long time.
To my knowledge, the only real opposition to the measure has come from some elements
of the Melbourne City Council and the Honourable Clyde Holding. The Liberal Party
almost reconsidered its stance because of Mr Holding's intervention, but then advice was
received that Mr Holding was virtually never in Victoria and that he possibly found out
about the matter only by a telephone call. There should not be too much credence given
to his view. No doubt it was said in jest, but it was said that when Mr Holding was
informed of the measure he asked, "Why would I be interested in what is going to happen
in Melbourne, anyway?" I do not know how much Mr Holding keeps up with what
happens in his electorate.
The Opposition is pleased to see a softening-no matter now minor-in the government's
attitude to freeways. It had been totally anti-freeway and there was a story goin~ around
that the Premier would not allow his driver to use a freeway. I would not belIeve that
could be true!
There was a definite bias against freeways among members of the Labor Party. It still
exists, but the Bill is an indication of a softening of that bias.
The majority of people in Victoria use the motor vehicle as their means of transport.
For trips in the State, only 15 per cent of people use public transport regularly and the
other 85 per cent use private motor vehicles as their main conveyance. Road widening in
an area such as this-the most heavily trafficked road in Victoria-makes sense.
The Opposition wants firm undertakings from the Minister for Transport that he will
ensure that parkland will be provided on a replacement basis. The one concern members
of the Opposition have about the Bill is that there will be a loss of parkland and of part of
the Yarra Park Primary School site abutting the area in Punt Road. This is a matter of
grave concern.
Victoria is still known as the Garden State and Victorians pride themselves on this.
There is a large area of parkland in the City of Melbourne. It is a credit and speaks volumes
for our forebears who set out the City of Melbourne that they set aside such a large area
for parkland. All honourable members will agree it is necessary to ensure that that parkland
is not chipped away at but is retained for its original purpose. The Opposition is concerned
about the reduction in the area of parkland and requires specific undertakings in that
regard.
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The Minister for Transport indicated in his second-reading speech that areas of
Metropolitan Transit Authority land will be made available. He will be in a position to
know precisely which sites he has in mind. I ask him to identify those areas of Metropolitan
Transit Authority land to be made available or to indicate that he is considering negotiating
with the Melbourne City Council and the City of Richmond to provide replacement
parkland.
I indicated to the House that the Opposition is concerned about undertakings of the
government. I quote from the policy of the government as enunciated by the then Premier
in 1955. The speech I quote referred to the 10limont railway yards and a proposal to roof
them. The then Premier was talking about the future, and he said:
The government views with great concern the conditions which have developed in the traffic of the City of
Melbourne, and which are steadily becoming worse.
These traffic conditions are now an ordeal for all concerned. They are a misery to the thousands of people who
travel on the trams.
They are a menace to business in the heart of the city, for approach to it is becoming more difficult in every
way.
Every motorist, every truck driver, knows only too well the ordeal of having to make a trip through the streets
of the area controlled by the Melbourne City Council.

The then Premier went on to say that one of the priorities of the government would be to
roof the 101imont railyards. He further stated that underground stations in the city would
take a great burden off the city streets and Hinders Street station and make transport more
efficient.
The sitting was suspended at 1 p.m. until 2.3 p.m.

Mr BROWN-Prior to the suspension of the sitting I was quoting the policies of the
then Premier. I make the point that the quotes are a direct lift from the 1955 Australian
Labor Party policy. Therefore, the undertakings I outlined were made 33 years ago. It is
interesting to note that the undertaking about the roofing of the 10limont railyards has yet
to be achieved.
Mr Roper interjected.
Mr BROWN-The point is that the then Premier undertook to do it. The Minister for
Transport, who is at the table, said he will provide certain undertakings in an exchange of
Crown land to ensure that the parkland that will be lost to the residents of Melbourne and
Victoria as a result of the widening of Punt Road will be replaced. I seek a definite
assurance that that will be the case. It would be a tragic indictment of the Minister for
Transport ifin 33 years' time a member of Parliament had to point out that the undertaking
had not been met. I am sure the Minister and I would have retired from this House by
that time!
The current Premier also gave undertakings about the National Tennis Centre. He
undertook that the government would replace the public open space taken as a result of
the building of the National Tennis Centre, which is nearing completion. The Premier
said that replacement parkland would be made available. To the best of my knowledge
that undertaking has not been met.
It will take approximately $18 million to complete the Punt Road widening works. I
welcome the fact that the works are to proceed. In recent months the Minister for Transport
has been attacked regularly by organisations such as the Royal Automobile aub of Victoria
and many others-certainly the State Opposition-about the lack of road funding made
available by the State government and, to an even worse degree, by the Federal government.
I seek leave to incorporate in Hansard a table outlining road funding allocations.
Session 1987-82
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Leave was granted, and the table was as follows:
Victoria
INCREASE IN GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE ON ROADS

1983-84
1984-85
1985-86
1986-87
1987-88

State

Increase

Federal

Increase

($m)

(%)

($m)

(%)

14·7
6·9
6·7
6·6

229
248
254
254
254

8·3
2·4
0·0
0·0

266
305
326
348
371

Source: Commonwealth and Victorian Government Budget Papers

Mr BROWN-The table sets out the increases in government expenditure on roads
since 1983-84. It shows that the increase in State government expenditure in 1983-84 was
fairly significant, and that for the past three financial years no increase in dollar terms has
taken place. In 1983-84 the Federal government spent $229 million on Victorian roads.
Five years later, in 1987-88 only $254 million was made available. The funding has fallen
to such a degree that $4·5 million promised in the last financial year was not provided. It
is an indictment of the Federal Labor government that it has such a disregard for Victoria.
The Honourable Clyde Holding, a Victorian Minister in the Federal government, has
the audacity to criticise the much needed widening of Punt Road while the government of
which he is a member imposes financial cutbacks for the State generally. That is an
outrage. Mr Holding should be fighting for Victoria to ensure that it gets a better deal
rather than saying that Victoria needs less funding and should not be upgrading its road
network.
When in opposition, the Minister for Transport said that when Australia got rid of
Malcolm Fraser, Victoria would be able to fix up the road funding and health problems.
The Minister for Transport also has an interest in health matters. Since Labor has been in
office, both State and Federally, a massive decline in real terms has taken place in the
funds available for Victorian roadworks. The extent of the decline is astronomical.
As a percentage of the State Budget outlay, the amount of money made available by
Victoria in 1983-84 was 9 per cent. That represents a fairly significant amount in terms of
Budget percentage. In other words approximately one-tenth of the money spent in 1983-84
was allocated to the Ministry of Transport and available for road funding.
The following financial year the percentage of budgetary outlay on road funding fell to
8·6 per cent and, in 1985-86, it fell again to 5·9 per cent. During the last financial year it
fell to onl¥. 5·3 per cent. This is the party that, when in opposition, said, "Give us a chance
and we wIll do it better". The government has twice as much money as it had five years
ago.
In the last year of the Liberal government the State was run on a total Budget of $6
billion; it is costing the present government nearly twice that amount to run the State, and
I say, without any equivocation, that it is running the same State in a much less efficient
manner. Its expenditure is nearly double that of the former Liberal government but it has
halved road funding in real terms.
The public relations blurb put out by the Minister for Transport claims that all is well
in road funding. Only yesterday, yet again, he announced grandiose plans that he hopes to
bring to fruition. Those plans were first made by the Premier's father 33 years ago. They
did not come to fruition because, as the Minister said yesterday in announcing the
government's approach, the upgrading of the Melbourne road network will cost hundreds
of millions of dollars in the near future.
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The Victorian and Federal governments have halved the amount of money available
for this purpose. I do not want anyone to be misled about the widening of Punt Roadthe allocation towards the widening of Punt Road, which this Bill will allow, is miniscule
in the context of the overall State Budget. It is less than $20 million. The government loses
$1000 million a year-it squanders $1000 million-on the public transport system. What
an outrage! Only five years ago, under prudent Liberal government administration, the
annual loss on the public transport system was just on $300 million. My party, as the
government of the day, was concerned that the loss was so high but the Labor government
has increased that loss from $300 million to more than $1000 million. Its policies are
lunacy, and government members know it.
I am thankful that, at last, the community is starting to realise that fact. I seek leave of
the House to incorporate in Hansard a table of the revenue collected by the State
government from motorists over a period of four years and the expenditure on Victorian
roads over a period of five years.

Leave was granted, and the table was as follows:
Revenue collected by the State from motorists for:
1986-87

$608 million

1985-86

$584 million

1984-85

$549 million

1983-84
Expenditure on roads:
1987-88

$477 million

1986-87

$348 million

$371 million

1985-86

$326 million

1984-85

$305 million

1983-84

$266 million

Mr BROWN-The table reveals that expenditure on roads has dramatically decreased
in real terms and conversely that the revenue collected from motorists by the State of
Victoria has increased by almost the same extent that expenditure on roads has decreased
in real terms.
Income from motorists has increased from $477 million in 1983-84 to $608 million in
1986-87, a dramatic increase in real terms. Although the expenditure on roads has increased
in dollar terms, it has been significantly cutback in real terms.
The Opposition will not oppose the provisions that the Bill imposes. The policy of the
Liberal Party is that Punt Road should bt widened, as the Bill proposes to do, but the
policy of my party is that a much larger amount of State resources should be and should
have been commItted to upgrading the road network. When I release the policy that will
return the Liberal Party to office next year, which I will be delighted to hand to the
Minister, I will explain precisely what the increase in road funding should be and will be
under the incoming Liberal government.
Under the next Liberal government, led by a man who will probably outstrip Sir Henry
Bolte as Victoria's longest serving Premier-Jeff Kennett-expenditure on roads will be
increased, not because of an increase in the overall amount of expenditure but as a result
of savings that will be made in the transport budget.
In areas where the present government is squandering $3 million a day and $1000
million a year, the next government -will make significant savings. It will use on roads
some of the hundreds of millions of dollars it will save each year. The proposed expenditure
is miniscule compared with what the present government is throwing away.
I seek an undertaking from the Minister for Transport that replacement parkland will
be made available through negotiations with the cities·ofMelbourne and Richmond, and
that he will advise the House which Metropolitan Transit Authority properties are being
considered for exchange.
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Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan}-The Melbourne Lands Bill gives the government the
right to carry out road widening and improvement works, principally to Punt Road, Swan
Street and Bridge Road. It appears that the proposal has been on the drawing board for a
considerable time.
I thank the Minister for Transport for, on Tuesday morning, making available officers
of his Ministry for briefings, which were valuable in giving me a proper and full
understanding of the details of the proposal. The project will cost approximately $17
million over three years. The expenditure will comprise $5 million in actual roadworks,
another $5 million or $6 million in relocation services, and approximately $5 million to
$6 million for the purchase of homes and other private land required.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has said the expenditure is only a miniscule
amount in the context of the overall transport budget. I should love to be able to offer
municipal councils $6 million or $7 million to carry out roadworks-I am sure they would
appreciate that sort of allocation. It seems easy for the Labor government to allocate $17
million over three years for the extension of roadworks in the metropolitan area. However,
I am not criticising the project.
This morning I took a bus ride down Punt Road to St Kilda Junction and back again to
Bridge Road. The difference between the conditions of Punt Road at St Kilda Junction
and between Swan Street and Bridge Road is significant. At the St Kilda Junction end,
Punt Road is spacious and allows a good traffic flow but towards the Yarra River it
becomes congested, and over the river towards Bridge Road the congestion becomes even
worse. Between 8 a.m. and 8.30 a.m. today the traffic was heavily congested.
The statistics cited in the Minister's explanatory notes indicate that the traffic count in
that area is extremely high. Approximately 19 000 passenger vehicles and approximately
6000 commercial vehicles travel along that road each day.
The plans have been on the drawing board for some time. The Minister's second-reading
speech and newspaper reports indicate that the Road Construction Authority has been
purchasing homes in that vicinity for a long time-nineteen homes have to be demolished.
Only four or five houses are owner-occupied; the rest have been bought by the authority.
The Yarra Park Primary School is a magnificent building. I understand the school will
close at the end of the year and the children will be relocated to schools of their choice.
This morning I spoke to the school traffic officer, who was about to begin his first period
of duty. He told me that there had been a meeting at the school last night to examine
proposals for the students. I also spoke to the president of the school council, Mr Shane
AlIen, who said that the council was concerned about the statistics, which show that the
Minister for Education has closed four schools in the Richmond area in his time as
Minister.
The population in Richmond fifteen or twenty years ago was approximately 70 000 but
it would now be closer to approximately 127000. Naturally, there would not be as many
school-age children in that suburb but the people there were not impressed with what the
government was proposing, which was that the children go to the schools of their choice.
The closest school in the area is large, with many hundreds of students, although only
twelve students have English as their first language. Yarra Park Primary School students
predominantly have English as their first language; this is one of the concerns of the people
whose children attend the school. I understand approximately 84 students attend the
school and placing them in comparable schools will be more difficult than the Minister
and the government suggest.
The project will cost $17 million. Yesterday the honourable member for Mildura and I
attended the release by the Minister for Transport of the strategy for the Victorian national
roads program.
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I appreciate the need for a proper strategy and to involve the Federal government with
further funding for roads, particularly those roads that are serving industry and the ports
of Victoria.
Why should the road-Princes Highway west-that services the port of Portland and
the highway to the north, not be included in the stragegy plan for Victorian roads? Portland
is the deep seaport of this State. The Minister for Transport missed a great opportunity of
addressing that matter by including the roads that service Portland and carry the State's
imports and exports.
The National Party is not opposed to the proposed legislation but it is concerned, as is
the Opposition, about the replacement of parkland. I understand the urgency of the Bill. I
have spoken to officers from the Ministry of Transport and I have been told that attempts
will be made to relocate trees that are growing in the parklands to be used for the new
roadworks. That operation should be begun straight away, which is the reason for the
urgency. The National Party does not want to hinder the measure; wherever possible those
magnificent trees should be relocated.
It is important that the parkland that is excised for the purpose of the road network be
replaced after consultation with the cities of Richmond and Melbourne. It is important
that that be done so that a good relationship is maintained between those cities and the
government.
The National Party does not oppose the Bill as the widening of the road at Swan Street
will be of benefit to the magnificent National Tennis Centre, which is some distance along
the road from that intersection. It is important to have traffic moving through those
intersections quickly. Any pressure that can be relieved on those areas will help the traffic
flow closer to the city. The National Party is happy to give the Minister and the government
support for the proposed legislation.

Mr DICKINSON (South Barwon)-The Bill provides for a much needed widening of
Punt Road. Anyone who has driven a motor car through that part of Melbourne would
have seen the congestion that builds up along those road networks whether one is coming
from the Maroondah Highway or from the freeways from outer Melbourne. One particularly
notices the congestion that is caused by traffic from the West Gate Bridge converging on
Melbourne.
When the House debated the National Tennis Centre Bill, I raised the concern of my
constituents about its adverse impact on parklands in the inner city area of Melbourne.
Those parklands are unique in the world and it would be a pity if the government did not
heed the wishes of the people who benefit from them.
My electorate embraces one of the most beautiful coastal areas of the State, and
constituents appreciate the beauty and magnificence of the Melbourne parklands. I have
been told by them that when they come to Melbourne they are proud of the parklands in
the Yarra River area.
It is time that an environment impact statement is put in place so that we do not
continue down the track of encroaching on the parklands, which began when the Olympic
Swimming Pool was built. The National Tennis Centre would have been better placed
near the West Gate Bridge. I understand that pop concerts will be held at the centre.

Of course, those concerts affect people living nearby. The decision was taken to build
the National Tennis Centre at the Yarra site. For many years the Premier had agreed to
cover the unsightly 10limont railway yards. A plan should be developed to cover the
railway tracks to bring the area back into harmony with the lovely parklands near the
Yarra River.
The Minister for Transport should be conscious of constituents not only in Melbourne
but also across Victoria who, although wanting good roads to allow them to travel quickly
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from point A to point B, also want to hold onto the beautiful parklands that grace the
Melbourne area.
Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS (Leader of the National Party)-As the honourable member
for Lowan said, the National Party supports the Bill. I shall not delay its passage, but I
wish to make a few pertinent points.
It is interesting that the Labor Party has adopted a different attitude in government than
it did when in opposition. I commend the government for what it is doing in Punt Road.
From time to time roads must be widened because the needs of people change. When the
Labor Party was in opposition, it never stopped screaming about freeways. However, it
has now seen the light.
I do not believe I am giving away any secrets in saying that the government was nervous
about the proposal to widen Punt Road. I assured the Premier that I could see no problems
in introducing this sensible measure into the House. I commend the Premier for the
proposition that he put to Cabinet that, if parkland is taken for specific purposes, every
square metre must be replaced. If that proposition had been adopted over the years,
Victoria would have a much more efficient road system and even better parklands.

The Minister for Transport should also be given credit for the way this Bill has been
handled. I have inspected the Punt Road area, not on this occasion but in respect of
proposals for the National Tennis Centre. The development of Punt Road is not specifically
for the National Tennis Centre. It has come to the fore because the government decided
to examine all the roads near Olympic Park, the Melbourne Cricket Ground and the
National Tennis Centre, and this is the first stage of the overview of the total road system.
I am disappointed with the attitude taken by the Melbourne City Council. I recognise
that the council is not against the proposed legislation but some councillors have thrown
their hands in the air and put on a performance. Of course, that has been done partly to
satisfy East Melbourne ratepayers whom they do not wish to upset. The Melbourne City
Council should be delighted that it can take part in choosing alternative parkland. What
was perhaps suitable 100 years ago is not suitable today. I agree with the governmenfs
plan to replace the parkland that will be used for the widening of Punt Road.
I shall make a few points about Yarra Park Primary School. That school is famous and
I regret its closure because it is part of the history of that area of Melbourne. I understand
that there is a memorial to Harvey Parsons, a champion motorcyclist, in that vicinity. I
have no doubt that the Minister will take the necessary steps to ensure that the memorial
is relocated to a prominent position, and that it will not suffer in any way because of the
realignment of Punt Road.
Melbourne is fortunate to have a good road network and a beautiful park system. This
scheme will improve the inner Melbourne road system and will not be detrimental to
parkland.
The Bill has been introduced late in this sessional period but that is through no fault of
the Minister. I am glad that the Leaders of the three parties have had the commonsense to
deal quickly with the Bill so that the government can get on with the job. The project may
ta~e four or five years to complete, but the sooner it is commenced, the better for all
Victorians.
Mr HEFFERNAN (lvanhoe)-I support the government in its plan to widen the Punt
Road area. However, that should not be done if the parklands that will be used are not
replaced.
I refer the House to the Melbourne City Council's objections to the scheme. There is a
genuine concern about the traffic flow in the inner city area, but the government should
also be concerned about the amount of parkland that is slowly being removed from the
central business district. Over the past five years the central business district has lost a
significant amount of parkland, and the Minister for Planning and Environment is currently
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proposing to increase the residential population in the inner city area. Unfortunately, that
will place additional strain on the open space requirements of the central business dIstriCt.
It is vital that parkland is used for this road widening, but additional parkland must be
found to serve the central business district. At present the acquisition of potential parkland
in the central business district is beyond the State's financial resources. I support the
Minister in his plans to widen Punt Road, but he and the government should recognise
that major problems will be created if passive open space is not provided in the central
business district. Parklands have been slowly whittled away over the years. It is important
that the government address that matter in an attempt to overcome the problem.

Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I thank honourable members who have
contributed to the debate and the Opposition and the National Party for their cooperation
in dealing with the measure.

The major issue that has arisen for the debate is the parklands in the inner Melbourne
area. I shall deal first with the matter raised by the honourable member for Ivanhoe and
his concern about parkland in the central business district. If the honourable member was
to travel slightly north of his electorate, he would discover that major works are being
carried out in Epping, which are the first stage of the Jolimont railway yards decentralisation
program. That program will not result in the roofing of the railway yards, as promised by
the then Premier, John Cain senior, in 1955, but in the removal of the Jolimont railway
yards so that significant open space will be available.
Mr Brown interjected.
Mr ROPER-It demonstrates that the Labor Party carries out its promises, even if it
does take some time. The 27-year regimes of the Bolte, Ramer and Thompson governments
were in the middle, and those governments also promised on numerous occasions to
reroof the Jolimont railway yards. Some high quality open space will be available as a
result of that J olimont yards decentralisation, and at present the project is running to
time.

Victorians may not see the results for two or three years until the Epping development
and other stages are completed, but additional high quality parks will add to the amenity
of the Yarra River area.
I turn now to the parkland that will replace the piece of land being taken for the Punt
Road realignment. I have had discussions with the Richmond City Council and with
individual Melbourne city councillors, as opposed to the Melbourne City Council as a
formal body, and they have been satisfied with the approach taken by the government.
The government intends to take a sliver of parkland in East Melbourne for the works; it
will replace that land with parks in areas of both municipalities which currently have little
access to parkland.
If one looks at the existing parkland in that area, any person from Richmond who uses
it has to be either extremely fit or extremely lucky because it is somewhat difficult for a
Richmond resident to take advantage of the hectares of parkland that is just across the
other side of Punt Road.
What has been proposed is that the government will purchase pieces ofland in Richmond.
There is land owned by the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works and the Uniting
Church has land that it is willing to sell. There may well be other pieces of available land
that can be acquired for parkland.
Referring to Melbourne, there are a number of parcels of land held by the Metropolitan
Transit Authority which the Corporation of the City of Melbourne may be interested in
acquiring for parkland. There is also some available land behind the National Tennis
Centre, approximately 0-14 of a hectare, which is currently railway land that the government
does not need and parkland could be established there. There is also railway land around
Royal Park that potentially is available.
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It may be that the end result will be that the Corporation of the City of Melbourne will
want to do exactly what the Richmond City Council is doing, and, that is, obtaining
parkland in areas where there are residents without access to parks. These will be small,
family oriented parks in Flemington and Kensington.
As the government takes up each piece of parkland, it will replace the area taken and
develop that area to the stage where the councils can be satisfied. No-one is suggesting that
we will satisfy all of the City of Melbourne councillors. I have a suspicion, having dealt
with the council over some period, that the idea of satisfying them is one of those issues
that no-one in this House could achieve. One might say the same about my Federal
colleague, the Honourable Clyde Holding, who came out and attacked this proposal. I
would not go so far as the honourable member for Gippsland West, who suggested that he
had heard about it over the telephone. He does visit his electorate and I am sure he knows
where Punt Road is. There have been a few concerned people. I believe their concern
about the parkland area will be addressed.
I am pleased that the honourable member for Lowan has raised with me the question of
the memorial. That question will be addressed. In terms of the school, it was the
government's intention that the school remain open and to replace the playground space
that the school would lose and also soundproof the eastern side of the school. It would
have been a quieter school than it currently is because it is not sound protected at the
moment, even though Punt Road is virtually just outside the windows. However, the
Ministry of Education has made the decision to close the school on the basis that there are
virtually no students. The honourable member for Lowan would be aware of that problem,
representing the kind of area that he does! The government will examine the question of
the memorial.
A number of honourable members raised the question of the NATROV-National
Road Strategy of Victoria-material released yesterday. The government is endeavouring
to maintain a sensible continuation of the national roads program so that we can receive
what we are receiving at the moment and more so far as national road money is concerned.
An Honourable Member-So we should.
Mr ROPER-Certainly, we have already made a breakthrough with the Cameron
report on arterial road funding and we hope to make a breakthrough on funds for our
national road program.
What will occur if we obtain national road money for our major arterial roads is that
the availability of State money that we are currently committing to these roads will be
available for the type of arterial roadworks that the honourable member mentioned.
I am conscious of the needs of the Portland area. One of the government's large railway
expenditures is to totally upgrade the Mount Gambier to Heywood rail line. That is
currently occurring and the government is conscious that we are about to turn what has
been a loss-making port for the past 30 years into a profit-making port. I know the people
of Portland are pleased about that.
We will be handling the parkland and environmental questions sensitively. We have
been successful in replanting trees in the Malvern area as part of the C3 project, and large
trees have been moved during the course of that program. Some of the trees we are talking
about along Punt Road are somewhat larger than those moved in Malvern. One of the
reasons for the urgency of the matter is that we need to take action with the trees next
autumn. That has to be planned and has to be worked on between now and then in order
that the tree roots can be prepared for transportation.
An Honourable Member-That is ridiculous.
Mr ROPER-Some people would say that the traditional English-type trees that we
have along many of our boulevards happen to be one of the features of Melbourne. The
trees have not died in Malvern and I do not put that down to the honourable member for
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Malvern's particular care and attention to the C3 project. Our expectation is that we can
preserve a considerable number of trees.
I thank honourable members for their support of and cooperation on this Bill.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

RIVER MURRAY WATERS (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from October 30) on the motion of Mr McCutcheon (Minister
for Water Resources) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr DELZOPPO (Narracan)-The purpose of this Bill is to approve an agreement for
the amendment of the agreement entered into between the Prime Minister of the
Commonwealth of Australia and the Premiers of the States of New South Wales, Victoria
and South Australia, with regard to the River Murray, the Menindee Lakes and other
waters, to amend the River Murray Waters Act 1982 and to approve amendments to the
River Murray Waters Agreement.
At a meeting of the Murray-Darling Basin Ministerial Council on 27 March 1987, it
was agreed to establish new institutional arrangements for the coordination of water, land
and environmental management throughout the basin.
The House should note that this is a concept that has been advanced and argued for
over a long time. Too often in the past we have ignored the catchment area approach not
only with respect to the saving of water but also to the other environmental aspects that
go with it.
The Opposition believes that unless all governments look at catchment areas as an
entity, we will not bring about the changes to the environment, and certainly not protect
the environment in the widest sense of the word.
The statutory recognition of the Ministerial Council has up to three Ministers from each
government with powers to direct the operations of the proposed Murray-Darling Basin
Commission. The Commonwealth and the States are acting in concert, and it is interesting
to note that Queensland, where the Darling River rises, is not represented at the moment.
I understand the way has been left open for Queensland to become a party to the agreement.
I am sure the responsible Minister will need no urging to ensure that every opportunity is
taken to have Queensland become a party to the agreement and thus form a true partnership
to look after this huge piece of the Australian mainland.
The Bill establishes a community advisory committee that will work directly with the
Ministerial Council. It also establishes a standing committee, if and when required, that
will also work directly with the Ministerial Council. Its membership will represent that of
the Ministerial Council but it will not have statutory recognition.
It is one thing to enact legislation to establish these bodies, but ultimately it depends on
the goodwill of all parties to ensure that the intent of the legislation is carried out. Unless
there is a commitment from officers of the various government departments, both State
and Federal, the local councils, the local conservation groups, and tourist groups-and
they are satisfied that improvements can be made-the legislation will fail. I am sure the
Minister for Water Resources recognises that.
Consultation has occurred with a number of groups concerned with the River Murray
and I commend the Minister for that. When the Bill was first introduced I circulated
copies of it widely among municipalities and other organisations with an interest in it. I
was fortunate enough to receive a reply from Mr Theo Charles-Jones, the Executive Officer
of the then Murray Valley Development League. The House is aware that the then Murray
Valley Development League has played a significant part in sowing the seeds for the
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creation of the proposed legislation. The league is pleased that it has come to fruition. Mr
Charles-Jones says:
The Bill in question ratifies the Murray-Darling Basin Ministerial Council's management structures and in
particular the Murray-Darling Basin Commission. For many years the league had argued that the River Murray
Commission's responsibilities were too limited. The health of a river, as we have discussed, cannot be sustained
by dealing with it in isolation from its catchment.

That is the point I made earlier: that until the government adopts a catchment approach
in facing up to environmental problems it is doomed to failure. Mr Charles-Jones continues:
As I confirmed at our AGM in August, the league applauds the progress and achievement of the MurrayDarling Basin Ministerial Council in developing agreement and planning at government and administrative
levels consistent with the principles oftotal, integrated, multi-disciplinary catchment management.
At the same time we are concerned that the new commission's responsibilities are not as wide as they should
be.

The Minister should note that comment, that the then Murray Valley Development
League wants the commission to have wider powers:
On the other hand, as argued with the Ministerial Council's secretariat, it is better to get the new commission
up and running as planned by 1 January 1988. It must not, however, be set in concrete, it must have the flexibility
to be adjusted later as the needs arise.

The Murray-Darling Basin Commission must be flexible enou~ to recognise the needs
and demands of a wide range of people from irrigators, people uSing the water for domestic
use, people like me who have an interest in fishing, the boating fraternity, and the tourist
industry. The River Murray and its tributaries have played a significant part in the tourism
industry in that part of the world and I know that the last time I visited the north-east of
the State many tourists were upset because the lake was at a low level and could not be
used satisfactorily for boating and other aquatic sports. The commission must allow all
people reasonable access to the benefits of the river, and some attempt should be made to
accommodate the tourist industry in the region.
The then Murray Valley Development League circulated a paper entitled,
"Murray-Darling Catchment Integrated Management Plan". One para~aph of that paper,
headed, "Bridging State Sovereignty", and subheaded, "State Soverelgnty-a Barrier to
Successful Coordination", states:
No matter what management structure is planned for integrating management of land and water use in the
Murray-Darling Basin, the issue of State sovereignty must be considered the major barrier to successful
coordination. The people are becoming disenchanted with the lack of a multi-disciplinary, coordinated approach
to solving the causes ofland degradation and loss of productivity.

As I said earlier, the catchment area approach must be followed and that will require the
attention and dedication of a number of government departments and the enthusiasm of
a large number of professional people, be they engineers, wildlife officers, architects, soil
conservationists, or others.
The league is right when it says that a multi-disciplinary approach is required. Some
years ago I had the privilege of being the Chairman of the Western Port Catchment
Coordination Group, which attempted to do similar things in the Western Port region. I
know how difficult it is and how possessive some public servants can be of their domains.
One of the first tasks of the Ministerial Council and the commission will be to break
down those barriers so that people can work together for the greater good of all Victorians.
I continue reading from the "Murray-Darling Catchment Integrated Management Plan":
Sooner or later they will more earnestly challenge parochial and vested interests, traditional State self-interest
and Federal lack of interest by coordinating their own fragmented groups into a more powerful lobby which will
have the representation necessary to demand change.

I hope when the representative bodies are being considered by the Ministerial Council,
the Minister ensures that all interests are represented so that they have an input into the
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decision-making process. I see that the Minister is making a note and I am -sure that is
what he is writing. The plan also states:
However, it must be said that there is now much more interest in coordination by the States especially in
regard to regional participation. If this movement can be encouraged to gather strength then rural people will
certainly have an opportunity to become involved in regional catchment management.
It is nevertheless important that regional catchment management be integrated within a national land
management ethic and national conservation strategy guidelines.

Many people use the River Murray for a variety of interests. People do not realise the
many problems that are encountered in a river system, particularly in this river system.
Recently I had drawn to my attention a problem associated with fish hatcheries where
trout are raised in ponds and then sold for the domestic table.
Trout has become popular on Australian tables and a large number of hatcheries are
being established throughout the State. The problem with these establishments is that
some have effluent running away from the hatchery that contains chemicals used to treat
the diseases of fish. That effluent has a deleterious effect on water quality, especially
downstream.
The same problem applies to ordinary farm operations. Water run-off from irrigation
must be disposed of in a specific way. The old system on the River Murray allowed it to
be used as a gigantic sewer into which everyone dumped unwanted and contaminated
water. That time has long since passed.
The new initiatives should help improve the environment of the whole Murray-Darling
system. Because of that, the Opposition supports the Bill.
.
Mr STEGGALL (Swan Hill)-I support the Bill but express my disappointment that it
is being debated on the last afternoon of a Parliamentary sessional period. The Bill
probably has far more significance to the people of Victoria than they realise. Victoria's
share of the Murray-Darling Basin area covers 56 per cent of the total area of Victoria.
The River Murray Waters Agreement was first brought in in 1914 after years of bitter
argument and discussion. After Federation, all Australian States were coming to grips with
which State owned what water and what it was to be used for. Many of the arguments were
between the navigation rights of paddle-steamers and the irrigation rights of settlers.
During the first world war the first River Murray Waters Agreement was introduced and
the River Murray Commission was put in place in 1917. The role of the commission was
to resolve disputes between the States and to establish a policy of management of the
water and water sharing between New South Wales, Victoria and South Australia.
In the 1920s the River Murray Commission commenced the construction of the Hume
reservoir. With the establishment of that reservoir, people started to come to grips with
the dry continent in which they lived. For instance, at different times of the year, parts of
South Australia literally ran out of water.
The commission set up a series of locks and weirs along the River Murray and began an
irrigation program. This had the effect of decentralising many Victorians along the River
Murray. This happened after the end of the first world war and this land fit for heroes was
developed for soldier settlement. The same thing happened after the second world war
when more land was developed for the homecoming troops.
Argument has taken place with this government over how costs for irrigation water
should be met and shared and how many of those costs should be broken down. That is
the subject of another Bill which will be debated in the autumn sessional period next year.
In fact, that water Bill is on the Notice Paper now.
The River Murray Waters Agreement was significantly changed in 1982. Apart from the
sharing of irrigation and navigation responsibility, the commission was also given
responsibility for water quality and recreational and environmental aspects of the river.
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At that stage, northern Victoria, New South Wales and South Australia had spent ten
years of bitter debate about the river.
The honourable member for Narracan has already mentioned the Murray Valley
Development League, as it was then known. People from South Australia right through to
Walwa-Jingellic in the north-east of Victoria spent ten years in bitter debate. As a Swan
Hill councillor, I was involved in that debate. The league was seeking a solution to the
problems involved with water flowing through two States into a third State and fitting in
with the overall Federal system. Bitter debate also raged over the Chowilla dam in South
Australia and it was with delight to Victorians that that venture was defeated.
The concept of the Murray-Darling Basin Agreement has been around, to my knowledge,
for eighteen years. It was discussed and tested in theory by many organisations but, more
particularly, by the then Murray Valley Development League, the councils represented in
that league and the interest groups associated with areas of the River Murray.
The input by local government has been important for the future of the Murray-Darling
area. Victoria is going through a period of weakening local government. It is havin~ trouble
funding the types of projects that the River Murray Commission and the MInisterial
Council are suggesting. We must find a way to allow local government to successfully
participate in the Murray-Darling Basin Agreement.
The River Murray Commission is based in Canberra so it will not be easily influenced
by local pressure groups and State pressure groups. In that way, the commission can make
decisions without much political pressure from the States.
The significance is that the Bill establishes a Ministerial Council, and I applaud that. I
wish the old term River Murray Commission had been retained, but it has changed to the
Murray-Darling Basin Commission. That commission will be answerable to a Ministerial
Council which is representative of Ministers from each State government of Victoria, New
South Wales, and South Australia, and from the Federal government; and the Queensland
government will also be involved.
Although the basin occupies 56 per cent of Victoria, it also occupies 75 per cent of New
South Wales, 15 per cent of Queensland and 8 per cent of South Australia. It extends from
Mount Macedon in Victoria to Roma in Queensland, and from Armidale in New South
Wales to Burra in South Australia.
Under the agreement, no State will have the power to force another State to take part in
works or bear costs if that State does not wish to be involved. Consensus must be reached
between the States. Under the Federal-State system that is the only way the Murray-Darling
Basin Commission can operate.
The establishment of the new commission does not mean that any changes will be made
to the water arrangements existing under the old River Murray Commission. The only
addition is that the Darling River area in New South Wales is brought into the River
Murray Basin. The Murray-Darling Basin Commission will be able to advise the Ministerial
Council on water, land and environmental aspects in its management of the total basin.
People in the river basin area have been requesting that for a long time, and they are
pleased with the provision.
I turn briefly to the problems associated with the mineral reserve basins, which are
pertinent to the Bill. The Minister for Water Resources is aware of the bitterness that
exists in the Swan Hill-Kerang area over the mineral reserve basins scheme. The attempts
made to effect the scheme resulted in a very expensive court case between landowners and
the government. The government eventually won the case; but it withdrew from its
intention to implement the scheme and has postponed implementation indefinitely.
That is an example of governments and outside engineers coming to an area, which had
been done ever since early this century, and telling local people what was best for them
without any regard being paid to local points of view. During this century, governments
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have had a bad record of causing devastation to some very beautiful areas in northwestern Victoria, particularly in the vast lakes area of Swan Hill-Kerang. The mineral
reserve basins scheme was regarded as an extension of that devastation.
The scheme was meant to be a weapon in the battle against salinity-for good reasonsbut it was based on very poor environmental advice and would have cost millions of
dollars.
Progress has been made in other methods of salinity control in the area. The progress
has been satisfactory. People in that area want a system of salinity control which they can
understand and to which they can lend support; also, they consider it essential that salinity
control policies and measures should not be vulnerable to change as a result of change in
government. We are slowly getting there! I am sure that neither the present Minister for
Water Resources, nor future Ministers will advocate bureaucratic force as a means of
resolving these environmental problems.
A comparison can be made with the land protection Bill recently introduced by the
Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands in another place. The Bill was partly debated,
but now it has been abandoned. The Flora and Fauna Guarantee Bill deals with difficult
issues-but it has the big stick behind it. The National Party insists that that is the wrong
approach to take to solve the very delicate problems in the Murray-Darling Basin and in
other catchment areas.
I hope both Bills will be withdrawn and rewritten in order to reflect an understanding of
the problem, and to provide an educative and coordinating ability for the people the Bills
will affect. Understanding the Murray-Darling Basin would be an education for people; it
is too large for politics. It should not be the subject of a party political debate.
More knowledge and understanding of the very fine ecology in the Murray-Darling
Basin is necessary. It is important to balance the competing interests of tourism, recreation
and environmental factors, and the irrigation and natural functional purposes of the basin.
The Murray and Darling rivers are natural drains for a large area and storages of good
water.
The basin has a double function, and the Parliaments of the eastern States have an
interesting challenge ahead of them to ensure that the ecosystems of the area are not
destroyed. The steps being taken in this Parliament and in the Parliaments of South
Australia, New South Wales and the Commonwealth in the next few days will help to
secure the proper understanding of the fine balance that exists in the river system of the
Murray-Darling Basin.
The National Party supports the Bill, and it looks forward to playing a positive role in
the future of the development and understanding of the Murray-Darling Basin.
Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra}-I support the Bill, which marks the historic agreement
that has been made between the governments of New South Wales, Victoria, South
Australia and the Commonwealth. It recognises the importance of the great asset of the
River Murray.

The Murray-Darling Basin is regarded as the heartland of the nation; it takes in oneseventh of thIS continent. The waters of the River Murray and its tributaries, including
the Murrumbidgee and the Darling rivers, are a lifeline for 1·6 million Australians, and
indirectly sustain many more. The basin supports one-quarter of the nation's cattle and
dairy herds and half of its sheep and crop lands. If one considers the enormous amount of
wheat produced in Australia, one appreciates the dimensions of that statement. The
Murray-Darling Basin supports nearly three-quarters of Australia's irrigated land, the
annual rural production of which is valued at some $10 billion. Therefore, the basin is a
valuable asset and resource for our nation.
As one would imagine with a system based on Federalism and local government, the
responsibility for the Murray-Darling Basin vests in five Parliaments, the Queensland
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Parliament being added to the Parliaments I have already mentioned. A total of 33 State
departments or authorities have some responsibility for certain aspects of basic
management of the basin. Some 10 intergovernmental organisations have interests in it
and, in addition, 256 local government authorities have a direct stake in the region.
When one considers the value of the resource to Australia, one understands the need to
bring the relevant Ministers together on a regular basis in the form of the Ministerial
Council proposed in the Bill. Since I became a member of Parliament about twelve years
ago, I have noticed that some things do not happen quickly enough and some things never
happen. I have worked with many other honourable members, including my colleagues
who represent areas along the River Murray, to achieve the agreement contained in the
Bill.
In 1983 I had the honour of representing the Victorian Opposition in a week-long study
of the River Murray. The study involved representatives of the National and Liberal
parties from the Commonwealth Parliament and the State Parliaments of New South
Wales and Victoria. We spent a week on the study under the chairmanship of the then
shadow Minister for Environment, David Connolly. After consulting with the relevant
organisations, the approval of the Parliamentary parties was obtained to make a joint
statement calling for a Ministerial Council and the development of a total management
plan for this valuable resource. We also offered to our so-called political opponents on the
other side of politics our assurance that we would work with whatever government was in
power in the future to ensure that the agreement would be put in place and supported.
I pay tribute to the River Murray Commission and the work it has performed over
many years. Often it has been criticised because of its apparent narrow view on the River
Murray. However, its charter has been limited and it has been unable to expand it.
The then Murray Valley Development League was the organisation that inspired me to
make the agreements contained in the Bill one of my objectives as a member of Parliament.
The league, under the presendeadership ofMr Theo Charles-Jones, should be commended
for the contribution it has made and will continue to make.
The Minister for Water Resources has been diligent in achieving the agreement. I wish
him well in this exercise because it will not be easy; it will require the wisdom of Solomon
from all present Ministers and those in the future, regardless of political flavour, to make
certain that the agreement survives. I wish them well, and I am sure all honourable
members will work to help them overcome the many problems they will undoubtedly
confront.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I support the comments made by the honourable
member for Swan Hill in supporting the Bill, and I recognise the enormous significance of
it. I join the debate because the northern boundary of the Murray Valley electorate
comprises 200 miles of the River Murray. The Murray-Darling river system is one of the
most important systems in the world. It IS claimed to cover approximately one-seventh of
this continent. The importance of the system to the economy should not be underestimated.
It services the enormous Murray-Darling Basin which is one of the most fertile areas in
Australia. The region produces a large proportion of the food products consumed in
Australia and exported to world markets.
When I entered Parliament in 1976, extensive- representations were made to me by
people concerned about the River Murray system. During my early days in this place, I
made some significant speeches about the developments that had taken place and the
importance of extending the authority of the River Murray Commission so that it could
consider other areas of concern.
The original agreement of 1914 between the Commonwealth, Victorian, New South
Wales and South Australian ~overnments gave narrow responsibilities to the River Murray
Commission. The commissIon was responsible to the four governments and it was to
provide irrigation water for Victoria and New South Wales and navigation in South
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Australia. Over the years, the commission's responsibility has been restricted to those
matters.
In the early days, the River Murray Commission had no control over the water once it
left the Hume dam. This was of concern to those who lived along the northern boundary
of the Murray Valley electorate, especially to those who lived between the Hume dam and
the northern tributaries of the River Murray. I received representations on problems
resulting from erosion of the river banks and the quality of water.
At the time the representations also suggested that the charter of the River Murray
Commission be extended to allow it to examine a wider range of areas. In 1976, when I
debated the matter in this House, I said that if major changes were not made to the charter
of the commission and if greater cooperation between the three governments and the
authorities was not achieved, the River Murray would become an unmaintained sewer. If
the degeneration of the water quality is allowed to continue, that will happen.
In 1982 the River Murray Waters Agreement was changed and the charter of the
commission was extended to give it more responsibility to ensure the quality of the water
was maintained at a certain level. The extension did not go far enough. The new agreement
will allow a broader examination of the total control of the Murray-Darling Basin and
surrounding areas. This will be a challenge to the four governments involved and the
River Murray Commission.
The commission will now have the responsibility of overseeing the collection of water
in the high country, down through the water system to the dams. The commission should
be given the responsibility of controlling the amount of water to be made available for
irrigation purposes.
The honourable member for Swan Hill outlined the problems experienced along the
River Murray with erosion, caused by salinity, and the need for proper salinity control.
Perhaps the commission could be given responsibility in that area. The commission is
currently undertaking de-snagging work between the Hume dam and the Yarrawonga
weir. Varying opinions have been given on how the de-snagging should be undertaken,
whether trees should be removed and how many should be removed. The commission
should examine how to maintain the river banks and how to combat the erosion. The
de-snagging work will result in a higher quality of water further downstream.
The honourable member for Swan Hill was to propose an amendment to the Bill to
provide that reports from the commission be made available to Parliament. The
government has indicated its support for the amendment so that the National Party will
move the amendment in another place. The result will be that Parliament will receive
annual reports detailing what action is being taken by the commission to control the
supply and quality of water and to develop this vital Murray-Darling river system.
The River Murray Commission has been given a challenge. I look forward to greater
cooperation between the three States and the Commonwealth government to further
develop the River Murray system. Further development of this system will be to the
benefit of the three States involved and to the benefit of the economy generally.
Mr McCUTCHEON (Minister for Water Resources)-I thank the honourable members
for Narracan, Benambra, Swan Hill, and Murray Valley for their contributions. The House
is united in its support for the Bill, which has been acknowledged as historic. It is difficult
to achieve cooperation and change between four governments, but it has been achieved
and the Bill reflects that cooperation.
The honourable member for Benambra said that the Ministers involved would need the
wisdom of Solomon. I suggest that they also need the patience of Job. This matter has
been aired for a long time and many people have been keen to achieve an agreement
between the three States and the Federal government.
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The Murray-Darling Basin Agreement is the result of tremendous determination. The
importance of consultation has been mentioned. The history of the Murray-Darling Basin
Ministerial Council has been one of consultation. Its first meeting was held in Adelaide in
late 1985. The various Ministers involved heard detained presentations from an
extraordinarily wide range of people who were given the charuce to help confirm the views
of the four governments that the move was backed by the community.
A community advisory committee has been built into the institutional arrangements so
that the consultative process can continue. The advisory ,committee will ensure that
communication with the governments, through the Ministers who will sit on the council,
will continue.
There is agreement on the amendment to be proposed by t1he National Party in another
place; it will provide for the reports of the commission to be tabled in Parliament.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

LA TROBE UNIVERSITY (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from October 15) on the motion of Mr Cathie (Minister for
Education) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr WHITING (Mildura)-Although I have been a member of the La Trobe University
Council for the past seventeen years, I assure the House that I have no pecuniary interest
in this matter.
When the Bill was last debated the honourable member fo,r Kew indicated the support
of the opposition parties for the Bill. She mentioned the con<eern expressed by the School
of Physiotherapy within the Lincoln Institute of Health Sciiences. Those concerns have
been largely overcome in subsequent discussions.
The Bill is basically a machinery Bill to allow for the amalgamation of the Lincoln
Institute of Health Sciences with La Trobe University. The Bill does not detail the future
of the School of Health Sciences-as it will become when thi$ Bill is passed.
There are still areas of some concern to both members o,f staff and students in those
areas. There will need to be goodwill on both sides in the disc:ussions that will have to take
place before a satisfactory amalgamation occurs.
One of the reasons for the passing of the Bill in this sessitonal period of Parliament is
because of the tabling of the second volume of the Commonwealth Tertiary Education
Commission's report in the Federal Parliament, which indilcates that steps have already
been undertaken to fund the new School of Health Sciences at La Trobe University. If the
Bill were held over until the autumn sessional period of Parliament, Orders in Council
and other such legal measures would need to be undertaken to cope with the period of
hiatus between 1 January 1988 and whenever the Bill became law.
The Australian Physiotherapy Association has expressed concerns about the standard
of the academic content in courses run by the Lincoln Institute. The Australian
Physiotherapy Association has had discussions with all parties involved in the
amalgamation. With certain provisos the association is srutisfied with the undertaking
given by the Minister for Education to set up a review committee.
On 7 October the Deputy Leader of the National Party asked the Minister for Education
a question about the deputation from the Australian Phys;iotherapy Association about
such a review being set up. In his reply the Minister stated:
The issue of the best place for anatomy to be taught after the amalgamatiton of the Lincoln Institute of Health
Sciences and the La Trobe University has been raised by the Australian PJhysiotherapy Association (Victorian
Branch). I have asked the Victorian Post-Secondary Education Commissiion to undertake a review into that
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matter. Shortly I shall receive its ad'vice on who will conduct the review, what will be the terms of reference, and
the time limits involved.
I advise the House that the proposed amalgamation ofthe institute and the university in the near future will
not have any effect on this issue. Thtere will be plenty of time to satisfactorily work through this exercise.

The Minister seems to be adIhering to the assurances he gave.
The terms of reference oir the review committee have been gradually amended. The
present terms of reference appear to be satisfactory. The Australian Physiotherapy
Association has a meeting with the Victorian Post-Secondary Education Commission next
Wednesday to try to reach final agreement on the terms of reference. The association is
concerned that if the Bill is passed through Parliament the review committee will not have
any say in where the Schooll of Physiotherapy should be situated, where the teaching of
anatomy should take place, and so on.
When the Minister respolllds to the second-reading speech, I hope he will give an
undertaking that the passage of the Bill will not prejudice the recommendations of the
review committee as to the future siting of physiotherapy education. Such an assurance
would go a long way towardis smoothing both the path of amalgamation and the review
committee's activities. I hope the Minister will give such an undertaking.
The Australian Physiotherapy Association is also concerned about the time allowed for
the review committee to undiertake its tasks. I believe until the end of June 1988 would be
a suitable time to allow; although it would not be in the interests of all concerned if such a
process dragged on for a lenlgthy period. Providing all the necessary information can be
obtained so that recommendations can be made within that period, June 1988 would seem
an appropriate date.
There has been concern :about the lowering of academic standards in the Lincoln
Institute of Health Sciences. Although La Trobe University may have had a cloud over its
academic performance in its early days, that is no longer the case. The university has
developed a good reputatioru and it will continue to improve in the years ahead. A large
percentage of the research work carried out at the university has been recognised as world
standard; I hope that high standard will continue.
The indication is that, of tIhe 2200 students at the Lincoln Institute of Health Sciences,
approximately 500 are physiotherapy students. Therefore, they are a reasonably large part
of that institute and their contribution to that amalgamation, should that be final as a
result of the situation, is vitan.
The Amalgamation Implementation Committee, the La Trobe University Council and
also the council of the Lincoln Institute of Health Sciences, has taken the matter seriously
and it has been thoroughly ditscussed on a number of occasions. Professor Day, who is the
president of the Lincoln council, has been a member of the La Trobe University Council
for approximately twelve mOinths or more and that is a significant point. There has been a
reasonably close relationship between the two organisations over that period. Although it
has not been without problenns, the problems have largely been resolved.
On 7 September the La Trobe University Council unanimously resolved to adopt the
report of the Amalgamation Implementation Committee, subject to the provisions set out
in the report and including the Acting Vice-Chancellor's recommendations, and further
resolved that amalgamation between La Trobe University and the Lincoln Institute of
Health Sciences should proceed on 1 January 1988. Those remarks were taken from the
minutes of the council meeting on 7 September.
That decision was not taken lightly; it was thoroughly researched and presented to the
council. A similar resolution was carried at the council meeting of the Lincoln Institute of
Health Sciences a few days prior to this meeting and, hopefully, with goodwill on all sides,
the amalgamation-and it is probably the first voluntary amalgamation-of the academic
institutions can take place without any great harm to either group involved in it.
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I trust that the Minister will indicate that this will be the case, and I wish the Bill a rapid
passage through Parliament.
Mr LEA (Sandringham)-I support the Bill and I support the comments made by the
honourable member for Kew. I declare an interest as a member of the La Trobe University
Council-it is not a pecuniary interest-and I should like to make a few comments.

The agreement between the two institutions was made on 25 September 1986, to be
confirmed on 1 January 1988 following the passing of the proposed legislation. It is
interesting to note that a letter arrived at my office on 8 October 1987 indicating the joint
acceptance of the proposition by the Acting Vice-Chancellor of La Trobe University,
Elwyn Davies, and the Director of the Lincoln Institute of Health Sciences, Bernard
Rechter.
The respective councils have supported this amalgamation because it provides a unique,
exciting opportunity to enter into a new era of teaching, research and inter-disciplinary
studies in health sciences. The amalgamation offers a number of sound advantages,
educationally and financially, for the two institutions. It will provide better opportunities
for higher education studies in the northern suburbs of Melbourne for people in the area
of health services where this has been lacking.
It will make tertiary education available to some people who are disadvantaged in terms
of entering into studies in tertiary institutions. It will also broaden La Trobe University's
academic horizons. It is a humanities and social sciences university, and the advent of the
health sciences is seen by the La Trobe University Council and academic staff as an
important step.

The Amalgamation Implementation Committee has dealt with a number of
administrative changes. A few appointments are currently being made. Mr David Nielson
has been appointed vice-principal of the university-a change brought about by the
amalgamation. A whole series of appointments will have to be made to meet the needs of
the amalgamation.
In the staff area, boards of study will have to be set up to determine curriculum and
academic standards as well as study for masters and preliminary masters degree;
arrangements will have to be made with the University of Melbourne regarding the
physiotherapy school.
I should like to make reference to the student welfare services, as chairman of that
committee at La Trobe University. The committee was given a brief by the council to
determine the impact of the additional 2200 students. Considerable finance needs to be
provided through the Commonwealth Tertiary Education Commission-CTEC-to fund
the increased welfare services for students.
Accommodation and child-care facilities need to be upgraded. Good things coming out
of the amalgamation are cost savings through library integration, an increase in student
services, staff relocation, allowances and transfer of salary scales, capital developments at
Bundoora, and planned increases in research and post-graduate equipment funding.
The honourable member for Mildura has asked the Minister for assurances that
physiotherapy students will not be prejudiced by the passage of the Bill.
In conclusion, the Liberal Party totally supports the Bill. As the honourable member for
Mildura pointed out, this is a unique occasion. It is the first voluntary amalgamation
between two tertiary institutions, and I am sure all honourable members would wish it
well.
Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster)-I sincerely dislike having to hold up the House, but I
happen to be a member of the Social Development Committee and I am conscious of the
neglect of education in the field of what is called alternative medicine.
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So far as I am concerned anything that can be done to improve the standard of education
in the field of alternative medicine deserves support, because I am concerned at the low
educational standards of people who are allowed to practise fringe medicine in this State.
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-I thank the honourable members for Mildura,
Sandringham, and Doncaster for their support of and contributions to the Bill. The Bill is
the last act, really, in the amalgamation process. Discussions have been going on for two
years or more. In fact, the agreement was signed some fifteen months ago.
The Amalgamation linplementation Committee has subsequently reported to each
council and to the academic boards so that 1 January becomes a key date. I understand
that some dispute has arisen about the fact that the Commonwealth is proceeding with its
legislation and there are clauses setting out all the transitional arrangements, the legal
responsibility, the transfer of debts, the staff, the safeguards in those transitional
arrangements for existing staff and so on.

It is important for Victorian legislation to complement the Commowealth Bill and
financial arrangements set out in the CTEC-Commonwealth Tertiary Education
Commission-report.
Most of the debate has revolved around the provision of physiotherapy programs, and
that is a matter about which I have given previous assurances.
There will be a working party. I understand draft terms of reference have been prepared
and, although a further meeting is to take place on Wednesday next week, I believe
agreement will be reached between the association and the Victorian Post-Secondary
Education Commission concerning the terms of reference for the inquiry.
The honourable member for Mildura sought an assurance that the passage of the Bill
would in no way prejudice the review or the outcome of the review. I am happy to give
that assurance. He also sought an assurance in relation to the length of the review. I
imagine it will be about six months, but that will, no doubt, depend on how the review
proceeds and the progress it makes in examining the relevant issues.
Most honourable members who made contributions to the debate also mentioned that
this is a voluntary amalgamation. That is unusual. In the past, people have referred to
shotgun marriages when speaking about the way in which post-secondary institutions
have been joined together. As the honourable member for Kew says, by interjection, some
are still not happy.
Nevertheless, the government looks forward with a great deal of interest to examining
the Commonwealth government's Green Paper on the future shape of higher education,
which I understand· will be released prior to Christmas. Both the Commonwealth and
Victorian governments are very supportive of the direction towards a more viable and
perhaps more flexible system of higher education, and I believe this amalgamation will
lead the way.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! Before putting the question, being a
member of the La Trobe University Council, I place on the record that I am pleased that
the House is supporting the Bill.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

FIREARMS (AMENDMENT) BILL
The message from the Council relating to the amendments in this Bill was taken into
consideration.
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Council's amendments:
1. Clause 1, line 4, after "firearms" insert ", to protect the public from criminal or irresponsible misuse of
firearms and to foster education in the safe use and handling of firearms.".
2. Clause 2, line 6, omit "or days".
3. Clause 4, omit this clause.
4. Clause 8, page 3, lines 10 to 16, omit paragraph (c).
5. Clause 9, line 22, omit "may" and insert "must".
6. Clause 9, line 24, omit all words and expressions on this line and insert"(a) is a person engaged in primary production within the meaning of Part IlIA, is a member ofa sporting or
recreational shooting organisation approved by the Firearms Consultative Committee or has another good reason
to possess that firearm; and".

7. Clause 11, page 5, after line 36, insert'(ii) after paragraph (c) insert"(ca) upon obtaining a permit under section 22AB, purchase in Victoria a firearm of the type which the person
is so authorised to possess and carry; and"; and'.

8. Clause 11, page 6, line 4, insert the following paragraph to follow paragraph (b)'(c) after sub-section (lB) insert-

"(lC) Despite section 22AB (4), a person to whom sub-section (l) applies who applies for a permit under
section 22AB is not required to pay a fee for that permit."'.

9. Clause 12, lines 15 and 16, omit "$2000 or imprisonment for not more than six months" and insert "$500
or imprisonment for not more than one month".
10. Clause 12, line 21, after 'permit'" insert';and
(d) after sub-section (3) insert-

"(3A) A person who is found guilty of an indictable offence involving violence and who carried a firearm or
imitation pistol when committing the offence is guilty of a further offence and liable to a penalty of imprisonment
for not more than two years." '.
11. Clause 13, line 23, after "13." insert "(I)".
12. Clause 13, after line 34, insert"(2) In section 24 ofthe Principal Act, for sub-section (3) substitute'(3) Any person who selis a firearm or imitation pistol in contravention ofsub-section (1) is guilty ofan offence
and liable to a penalty of$500 or imprisonment for a term of not more than one month.' ".
13. Clause 14, page 7, lines 3 and 4, omit "$2000 or imprisonment for a term of not more than six months"
and insert "$500 or imprisonment for not more than one month".
14. Clause 14, page 7, line 4, after this line insert"(3) Sub-section (2) does not apply to(a) a person who is engaged in primary production within the meaning of Part IlIA; or
(b) a person employed by or authorised by or under the control ofa person engaged in primary productionwho is shooting on the land of the person engaged in primary production.".
IS. Clause 14, page 7, line 5, omit "(3)" and insert "(4)".
16. Clause 14, page 7, line 9, omit "(4)" and insert "(5)".
17. Clause 15, page 7, lines 28 to 37 and page 8, lines I to 6, omit all words and expressions on these lines.
18. Clause 16, omit this clause.
19. Clause 17, omitthis clause.
20. Clause 18, line 22, omit "$2000 or six months' imprisonment" and insert "$500 or one months'
imprisonment" .
21. Clause 18, lines 25 and 26, omit "sell or otherwise dispose of firearms so forfeited" and insert "dispose of
firearms so forfeited in the prescribed manner".
22. Clause 19, line 28, after "19." insert "(1)".
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23. Clause 19, lines 38 and 39, omit all words and expressions on these lines.
24. Clause 19, after line 39, insert the following sub-clause'(2) In section 49 of the Principal Act, after sub-section (1) insert"( 1A) Regulations made under sub-section (1) may be disallowed in whole or in part by resolution of either
House of Parliament in accordance with the requirements of section 6 (2) of the Subordinate Legis/ation Act
1962.
( 1B) Disallowance of a regulation under sub-section (1 A) is deemed to be disallowance by Parliament for the
purposes of the Subordinate Legislation Act 1962." '.
25. Clause 20, lines 23, 24 and 25, omit';and
(c) in sub-sections (11) and (12) for "chairman" (wherever occurring) substitute "chairperson".

26. Clause 21, line 27, omit "for paragraph (b) substitute" and insert "after paragraph (b) insert".
27. Clause 21, line 28, omit "(b)" and insert "(c)".
28. Clause 21, line 29, after 'courses.'" insert";and
(d) to approve sporting and recreational shooting organisations for the purposes ofthis Act.".

29. Clause 22, omit this clause.
30. Clause 23, page 10, line 3, omit "sample set of his or her fingerprints and".
31. Clause 24, omit this clause.
32. Insert the following new clause to follow clause 3:
Amendment of definitions.
'AA. In the definition of "Authorised officer of police" in section 3 (1) ofthe Principal Act(a) in paragraph (b) after "22AA" insert ", 22AB"; and

(b) in paragraph (c) after "shooter's licence" insert "or a permit to purchase a firearm under section 22AB".'.

33. Insert the following new clause to follow clause 24:
Insertion of new section to follow section 22AG.
'AAA. After section 22AG of the Principal Act, insertActions to be taken where person charged with an indictable offence.
"22AH. (1) An authorised officer of police may seize any firearm, licence, permit or other authority which is
in the possession of or held by a person who has been charged with an indictable offence and any such licence,
permit or other authority may be suspended by the Registrar or any authorised officer of police.
(2) If the person charged with the indictable offence is acquitted of that offence or the charge is withdrawn, the
Registrar or authorised officer of police must return to that person(a) any firearm so seized which that person is authorised by this Act to carry possess or use; and

(b) any licence, permit or other authority so seized-

and the suspension of such licence permit or other authority shall be revoked.
(3) If the person charged with the indictable offence is found guilty of that offence(a) any firearm seized under sub-section (1) is forfeited to the Registrar to be disposed of in the prescribed
manner; and

(b) any licence, permit or other authority seized under sub-section (1) is cancelled." '.

Council's suggested amendment:
Clause 20, lines 3 to 22, omit paragraph (a) and insert'(a) in sub-section (2)-

(i) for "nine" substitute "eleven";
(ii) in paragraph (a), for "two" substitute "three"; and
(iii) in paragraph (b), for "two" substitute "three"; and'.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! As the House has before it
amendments from another place and also a suggested amendment, it is quite in order and,
in fact, very appropriate to deal first with the suggested amendment.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That the amendment suggested by the Council be agreed to.

The purpose of this amendment suggested by the Council is to add to the membership of
the Firearms Consultative Committee an additional police member and an additional
member drawn from the legal profession, so that the volume of appeals passin~ through
the Firearms Consultative Committee can be dealt with as expeditiously as possIble.
I believe that will be achieved by the suggested amendment, which should have the
support of the House.
Mr CROZIER (Portland)-The Opposition is happy to support the amendment because
it is a radical departure from the government's original intention for the appellate functions
of the Firearms Consultative Committee to be terminated and for the committee to be
reconstituted. The Opposition accepts the need for enlargement of the committee by two
members, as described by the Minister, for the reasons he has put to the House.

The amendment will enable the appellate function of the Firearms Consultative
Committee to be dealt with more adequately by providing the committee with the capacity
to form an extra division for appeal. The Opposition is happy to support the amendment.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendments Nos 1 to 5 be agreed to.

I should say at the outset that, since the Bill was first introduced in the House, I have had
the opportunity of attending public meetings on its substance at Springvale and
Warrnambool; I have had the opportunity of discussing the measure with a deputation
from the Sporting Shooters Association, at the association's request. I have also had a
number of discussions with shooters and firearm owners, including some on the occasion
when I presented trophies at the recent national championships of the Field and Game
Association.
Very careful consideration has been given to the points raised at those meetings and
discussions and also to the thrust of arguments advanced both in this House and in
another place during the second-reading and Committee stages.
It has been the aim of the government throughout to accommodate, so far as possible,
the concerns that have been voiced, to the extent that that is compatible with allowing the
measure to meet its objective of making our State a safer place for people to live.
I hope it will assist discussion this afternoon to begin on an appropriate basis when I
advise honourable members that the government accepts the Council's amendments Nos
1 to 5.

Mr CROZIER (Portland)-It is pleasing that the Minister has accepted the amendments
of the Council for the reasons that he outlined. I point out that those amendments
encompass two significant changes to the Bill.
The first change relates to the amendments to clause 1 of the Bill, which qualifies and
expands specifically the purpose of the measure. The Minister has just told the House that
the government's main aim is to make Victoria a safer place in which to live. I am sure
no-one would dispute that as a laudable objective.
That was not precisely the objective as spelt out in clause 1 of the Bill. I am pleased that
the amended clause 1 will encompass at least in part the qualification and the extended
purpose as put to the Committee when the debate commenced in the Committee stage.
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When the debate was truncated by the use of the guillotine motion, the amendment put
forward was the amendment of the honourable member for Benalla to alter the purposes
of the Bill so that clause 1 would now read:
1. The purpose of this Act is to strenghten controls over the availability of firearms, to protect the public from
criminal or irresponsible misuse of firearms and to foster education in the safe use and handling of firearms.

The Opposition has no quarrel with those objectives except with the retention of the
original wording which now seems somewhat superfluous. It does qualify the rationale of
the legislation in a way which is not only acceptable but also commendable and will have
a bearing on the subsequent debate in the Committee stage.
The other aspect deserving of passing mention is the agreement of the government to
delete the contentious requirement that it be a requisite that all holders of a shooter's
licence be fingerprinted. As members of the Opposition and National parties have pointed
out here and in another place, there are clear reservations about that procedure. However,
we were prepared to accept it provided that the government gave the Police Force the
power to take fingerprints of persons who were suspected of criminal offences. It is a power
the Police Force does not have and that members on this side of the House believe the
police should have. The government has now elected to do away with that clause altogether,
and we are pleased that that is the case.
Mr McNAMARA (Benalla)-I thank the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
for accepting the proposals put forward by the National Party on the purpose of the Bill.
As has been stated in the debate, the strengthening of controls over the availability of
firearms should not be the purpose of the le$islation. The purpose should include other
matters such as protecting the public from cnminal and irresponsible misuse of firearms,
and fostering education. That proposal was drafted for that purpose.
It is interesting to note that a similar philosophy has been espoused by the Registrar of
Firearms in suggesting objectives of the Bill. I thank the Minister for accepting that
amendment.
The government accepts the amendment relating to the commencement provision,
dealing with day or days. This issue has been debated several times in respect of several
Bills. The Liberal and National parties are concerned about selective proclamation of
legislation. We wish to ensure that legislation passed in this Chamber and another place is
fully proclaimed and that the government does not use the method of not proclaiming
clauses which perhaps have been amended to circumvent the wishes of Parliament. That
is straightforward.
The third amendment omits clause 4, which deals with claims to the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal. As the Minister has stated, it has beconle clear from meetings he had
attended on this proposed legislation that the wish of the public, particularly the sporting
fraternity, is to have the Firearms Consultative Committee continue in its present form,
to act in an area where its members can handle appeals under the legislation. It is desired
that the composition of the committee remain as it is. We shall deal with that later.
I take this opportunity of thanking the Minister for Police and Emergency Services for
attending a number of rallies. My colleague, Mr Hallam, was involved with the honourable
member for Portland in a debate at Springvale which the Minister attended. The honourable
member for Portland and I were involved in a debate at Warmambool with the Minister.
He is at least one Minister who-although we criticise him from time to time-has not
squibbed the issue. He has at least gone out and faced the public. The fact that he faced
2000 fairly irate shooters at Springvale is of some credit to the Minister, and it is fair for
me to acknowledge that. His logic, is, however, erroneous on some areas of the proposed
legislation.
The fourth amendment the government will accept deletes the provision in respect of
fingerprinting. This is a logical acceptance. The legislation as originally proposed would
have resulted in law-abiding shooters being treated worse than common criminals. Even
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if all the recommendations of the Coldrey report were accepted tomorrow, the legislation
would have been harsher in the treatment of law-abiding citizens of our State holding
shooter's licences than it would have been if they happened to be involved in some
criminal activity.
The other amendment was put forward by the honourable member for Portland and
dealt with the permit to purchase. The National Party is totally opposed to the permit-topurchase system. Members of the National Party have supported the Opposition in respect
of the attempt to reduce the impact of that system, but I reiterate the objection of the
National Party to any extension of the registration system.
I reiterate that we should be aiming at a similar system to the one in New Zealand, with
an emphasis not on control and bureaucratic regulation but rather on education and safe
handling of firearms. The emphasis should be on the issuing of shooter's licences rather
than on registration, permit to purchase, fingerprinting and licences being required to be
produced for the purchase of ammunition, and so on. I thank the Minister for accepting
those first five amendments.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendment No. 6 be agreed to with the following amendment:
Omit", is a member of a sporting or recreational shooting organisation approved by the Firearms Consultative
Committee".

As I said at the outset, the object of the Bill can be summarised as public safety. To the
extent that points of objection to the Bill can be reconciled with the objective of public
safety, the government has been prepared to give careful consideration to those objections
and wherever possible accommodate them.
The exemptions proposed in this amendment cannot be so reconciled with the interests
of public safety. The legislation in its original form proposed the introduction ofa permitto-purchase system under which a person seeking to acquire ownership of a firearm or an
additional firearm would be obliged first to go to his or her local police station and satisfy
the police officer there that there was a legitimate requirement for that particular firearm
and that the applicant was a person of sufficiently responsible character to appropriately
have possession of the firearm.
The amendment adopted in the other place creates two exemptions to that broad
category of people required to obtain permits to purchase in respect of firearms. On the
one hand it proposes a blanket exemption for all primary producer holders of shooter's
licences and, on the other hand, it proposes a blanket exemption for all members of
shooter organisations accredited by the Firearms Consultative Committee.
The government is prepared to accept the exemption where primary producers are
concerned. However, it seems to the government that the exemption for members of
shooter organisations is, at least at this stage, premature and impractical.
However, the government would be prepared, subject to the acceptance of the
amendment that I have now moved, to make a reference to the question of exemption for
members of shooter organisations to the Firearms Consultative Committee. In the event
of the Firearms Consultative Committee being able to come up with a practical system for
such an exemption, the government would then introduce further amending legislation, I
would hope, in the context of the overall revision of the Firearms Act, which I expect to
be able to introduce into the House early next year.
However, for the present while the government accepts the proposed exemption for
primary producer holders of shooter's licences, it is unable to accept the exemption
proposed for members of shooting organisations and it, therefore, disagrees with the
amendment that has been adopted in the other place.
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Mr CROZIER (Portland)-Before I speak about my amendment, I wish to say that I
am pleased that the government has at least come halfway in this measure and accepted
that there is reason for exempting primary producers as described in Part IlIA of the
principal Act.
The Opposition has considerable reservations about the efficiency of the permit system
anyway. Those reservations have been heightened during the debate in this place, following
the Minister's introduction of the Bill, by the revelation of the honourable member for
Benalla when he introduced the conclusions of the Newgreen report. The report has been
well canvassed both in this place, the other place and outside this place since that time.
Chief Inspector Newgreen is saying in his report that the whole system of registration is
not cost effective. He said it is "costly, ineffective, and achieves little". It is proposed that
there be superimposed on a system which is non-cost effective and which is clearly not
working a further bureaucratic procedure which will tie up further valuable police time at
a period when the police budget itself is under attack and, indeed, has been subject to
further restrictions in recent days-there has been an arbitrary restriction of$2·8 million
on the operational police budget.
Here we have an example of a bureaucratic procedure which will clearly involve a
number of trained police as well as other public servants who will have to be paid out of
the police budget. In the view of the police it will not be at all cost effective and will not
assist except in a minimal way in the now-stated objectives of the Bill.
Although the Opposition is prepared, with some reluctance, to accept the procedure of
permits for purchase-I might qualify that by saying that the Act itself is in the view of
the Opposition unsatisfactory-deficiencies which exist in the Act will not be properly
addressed until the sort of detailed review that the Minister, to his credit, had initiated,
has been completed and, more pertinently, the questions of the Minister's own experts are
acted upon.
I foreshadow that it would be a priority of an incoming Liberal government-I hope to
be observing this procedure; obviously not from this standpoint, but I still hope to be
around in the State to observe it when it happens-to review the entire Firearms Act.
In short, although the Opposition is prepared, with reluctance, to accept the permit-topurchase system, it is strongly of the view that there should be exemptions.
The Opposition is pleased that the government is prepared to go along with the first
exemption. The Opposition believes that bona fide members of recreational sporting
shooting organisations should also enjoy the same exemption. I shall make one concession
in this regard. The principal objection to this exemption is that it could be argued that
those who were simply concerned with circumventing the permit procedures-cumbersome
though they are-would be tempted to join an approved sporting shooter organisation
just for that purpose.
To take on board and address that particular objection, which the Opposition finds has
some validity, I am prepared to move the amendment circulated in my name which would
mean that no member would enjoy such an exemption until he or she had been a member
of that approved body for not less than twelve months. Therefore, I move:
That the following words be added to the amendments:
"and insert 'has been a member for not less than twelve months of a sporting or recreational shooting
organisation approved by the Firearms Consultative Committee'."

If the amendment to the motion is agreed to, it would totally address that objection, and
that objection is the main objection.

I remind the House that a similar time limit applies to those who join a pistol club. It is
not possible for a member of a pistol club to automatically gain a pistol licence. A
probationary period of six months has to be served. The amendment that I moved will
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double that period, and that is an extra safeguard. In short, the Opposition is strongly of
the view that there should be exemptions and that both categories of people are worthy of
those exemptions.
I remind the House of what the Minister himself had to say in his message, in the
introductory part of the firearms safety code. It states:
I urge you to join a shooting club where you can improve your knowledge, understanding and enjoyment of
firearms.

The shooting clubs clearly have a role to play in enhancing an appreciation of the safe
handling of firearms, firearms laws and, undoubtedly, will have a role to play in providing
the instructors and examiners who will be needed to translate the new requirement in
clause 8 of the Bill.
On the one hand we are sayin~ that these are responsible people and that we rely on
them to play a significant role In better educating those hundreds and thousands of
Victorians who enjoy and will enjoy the sport of shootin~, either as hunters or competitive
target shooters. On the other hand, people are still requIred to present themselves and be
asked why they want firearms.
I am pleased the Minister has accepted that there is strong reason for giving primary
producers an automatic exemption from having to explain why they want to purchase
firearms. I believe that argument flows through with comparable force to exempt those
responsible, bona fide members of what will become, by virtue of the amendments moved
by the Opposition-if accepted by the government-approved sporting and recreational
shooting organisations.
Mr McNAMARA (Benalla)-The National Party is totally opposed to the permit-topurchase system. The proposal was introduced into the legislation in 1983 when the
firearm registration system was amended. At that stage, the permit-to-purchase system
was opposed by both the Liberal Party and the National Party. The permit-to-purchase
system is now being further extended because of the hysteria that followed the Hoddle
Street shootings. The proposal is building on the failed system of registration that has
developed over the past four years.
It is obvious from practitioners in the field, the police who administer the registration
system, and sporting shooters, that, as the honourable member for Portland has said in
quoting the Newgreen report prepared by the Registry of Firearms, the permit-to-purchase
system is a failed system that achieves little. The system should be aimed at achieving
effective protection for the public rather than merely building up a register of numbers.
The public demanded that protection in the months following the Hoddle Street disaster.

The National Party strongly and earnestly believes the system should be based on the
New Zealand system. New Zealand had a system of registration and permits to purchase
from 1920 to 1983. After 63 years' operation of that scheme, it was realised that a more
effective system was required, not a system of long lists that took up bureaucratic and
police time but one with more emphasis on educating people on the safe handling of
firearms and their responsibilities under the law. The system New Zealand has now is
based on that emphasis.
I acknowledge that the Bill would substantially improve education on firearms, which
is well and truly overdue, but I question the need to go further down the path of building
on the registratIOn system and the permit-to-purchase system. The National Party's policy
is to remove the registration system and the permit-to-purchase system and to place more
emphasis on education and minimising the criminal misuse of firearms.
The honourable member for Portland has moved an amendment to the Minister's
amendment. The Council's amendment seeks to exempt primary producers and members
of sporting and recreational shooting organisations from the requirements of the permit
to purchase. The Minister has sought to amend the Council's amendment so that the
exemption from the permit to purchase would apply only to primary producers. The
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honourable member for Portland has moved an amendment to that so that the provision
would apply to persons who have been members of sporting or recreational organisations
for more than twelve months.
The National Party cannot accept either proposal. It does not intend to support any
move to weaken provisions that have already been amended in another place. The National
Party would like to go further and remove the permit-to-purchase system entirely. The
Minister should pay more heed to bodies such as the review team operating under the
chairmanship of the deputy head of his own department, the Registrar of Firearms, and
the Firearms Consultative Committee.
If there were time to sit down and rationally consider the proposed legislation, I am sure
the government would ultimately arrive at a system based on the New Zealand system. It
is unfortunate that there has been an hysterical overreaction to the violent event at Clifton
Hill. The matter should be examined more realistically. The government should not be
taking cheap political advantage of the unfortunate situation that occurred in Clifton Hill.
The National Party will oppose any weakening of provisions amended in another place.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-The name of Chief
Inspector Newgreen has featured frequently in this debate. In justice to him I put on
record advice I have received to the effect that he believes the combination of registration
of firearms and the permit-to-purchase system constitutes an effective mechanism for gun
control and, as such, has his support.
If a permit-to-purchase system had been operative prior to the Hoddle Street tragedy,
the person responsible for that tragedy would have had to present himself to the police on
no fewer than six occasions subsequently to that on which he qualified for the issuing of
his shooter's licence. To that extent, it would have been possible for a variety of people
with police training and experience to back up their judgments in assessing his suitability
to be in possession of those firearms and to continue being the holder of a shooter's
licence. If those arrangements had been in place it may be that the Hoddle Street tragedy
would have been averted, although there can be no certainty of that.
Mr Hann interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! We are approaching the end of the
sessional period and we are all at the end of our tethers. I ask the honourable member for
Rodney to behave himself.
Mr MATHEWS-That option-Mr Hann-It is stretching-The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member is stretching my patience!
Mr MA THEWS-That option would have been available to the police. Where the
safety of the community is concerned, we can do no less than leave no stone unturned. I
suggest to both the honourable members for Portland and Benalla a compromise that may
overcome the difficulty with this clause, namely, that the specific wording of the amendment
moved by the honourable member for Portland, along with the general reference that I
have foreshadowed of an exemption for members of shooter organisations, should be
referred to the Firearms Consultative Committee on the basis of an assurance that I now
give to the House that, subject to that course being adopted and the Firearms Consultative
Committee being able to bring forward a system of exemption for members of shooter
organisations, which it certifies as being effective, that system will be incorporated in the
provisions of the Firearms Act, which I expect to introduce into the House early next year
and pass into operation at that stage.
That will provide the safeguards that the Opposition seeks to achieve through its
amendment, but it will do so on the basis of avoiding the administrative difficulties that
are likely to arise and the abuses that are likely to be perpetrated if that amendment is
adopted at this time.
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Mr CROZIER (Portland) (By leaveJ-The Minister's argument is predicated on the
assumption that there will be abuses. I do not deny that there will be some administrative
difficulties but I point out that the cumbersome procedure of registration that now exists,
on which will be superimposed this further procedure, lies fairly and squarely at the
government's feet.
In the event that the system is evaluated-which undoubtedly it will be-and if it is
adopted by the Firearms Consultative Committee and in the event the committee comes
to the Minister and through him to the Parliament with a clear recommendation for
modification or for the deletion of the system of exemption or for some other changes to
the registration or permit system, of course, the Opposition will be cognisant of the
authority of those recommendations and it would seriously take them on board when the
Firearms Act is next under review.
Because of the reservations that the Opposition has about the proposed legislation, and
clearly that is the view of our colleagues in the National Party, there will be ongoing
pressure on the government not only from members on this side of the House but also
from members of sporting shooting organisations to review it entirely or to continue with
a sensible and objective review of the Act-a process that was interrupted by the
grandstanding that followed the Hoddle Street tragedy.
We, on this side of the House, are not prepared to accept that compromise. I foreshadow
that we will be amenable to any evaluation by the Firearms Consultative Committee
which might come back to Parliament by way of recommendation from that committee
after the system has been put into practice and has had a fair time for trial and evaluation.
Mr McNAMARA (Benalla) (By leaveJ-The National Party does not find the Minister's
proposal acceptable. My colleague, the honourable member for Rodney, advises me that
the comments made by the Minister are different from those the Minister made at
Springvale when he said that any changes would not have solved the disaster that occurred
in Clifton Hill.
It is interesting to note that Chief Inspector Newgreen also stated that if that individual
had applied for a shooter's licence he would have been forced to grant him one. When one
considers that the individual involved had been accepted at the Royal Military College,
Duntroon, one would suppose that, as with more than 99 per cent of applicants for a
shooters licence, those in authority would have deemed him an acceptable person. He
would have gone through far more stringent psycholo~cal tests to enter Duntroon than
others who apply to obtain a shooter's licence in Victona.
The National Party believes the permit-to-purchase system is a farce. It builds on an
already discredited system, namely, the registration system. I do not propose at this stage
to back away from what our colleagues have achieved by amendment in another place,
although the National Party does not believe they went far enough to remedy the situation.
Logical assessment has to be made, as the honourable member for Portland has said,
and the hysteria about the Hoddle Street shootings has to be put aside; the Firearms Act
should be considered in a sensible and logical fashion.
We did have an orderly process by which these matters were being addressed. There
was a review team, under the capable chairmanship of Mr Bob Emerslie-for whom
people have a high regard-that included Chief Superintendent Brian Fennessy and
representatives of the shooting fraternity. Its recommendations were detailed and it said
that the proposed legislation should be tabled in this sessional period to be held over until
the autumn sessional period in 1988. That would have been an orderly process and the
public would have been given ample opportunity of commenting on the issue.
Because of events we now have the Bill before us. There is no way that the sporting
fraternity or the National Party can accept the proposal put forward by the Minister.
The House divided on Mr Crozier'S amendment (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds in the chair).
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NOES
Mr Andrianopoulos
Miss Callister
MrCathie
DrCoghill
MrCrabb
MrCulpin
MrEmst
MrFogarty
MrFordham
MrGavin
Mrs Gleeson
Mr Harrowfield
MrsHill
MrHill
MrsHirsh
MrHockley
MrJolly
MrKennedy
MrKirkwood
Mr McCutcheon
MrMathews
MrMicallef
MrNorris
MrPope
MrsRay
Mr Remington
MrRoper
MrRowe
Mr Seitz
Mrs Setches
MrSheehan
Mr Shell
Mr Sidiropoulos
MrSimmonds
MrSimpson
MrSpyker
Mr Stirling
Mrs Toner
MrTrezise
DrVaughan
MrWalsh
MrWilkes
Mrs Wilson

AYES
MrBrown
MrColeman
MrCooper
MrCrozier
MrDelzoppo
Mr Dickinson
MrGude
MrHann
MrHayward
Mr Jasper
MrJohn
MrKennett
MrLea
MrLeigh
Mr Lieberman
MrMcGrath
(Lowan)
MrMcGrath
(Warrnambool)
MrMcNamara
Mr Maclellan
MrPerrin
MrRamsay
MrReynolds
Mr Richardson
Mr Ross-Edwards
Ms Sibree
MrSmith
(Glen Waverley)
MrSteggall
Mr Stockdale
MrTanner
MrWeideman
DrWells
MrWhiting
MrWilliams
Tellers:
MrHeffeman
Mr Pescott

Tellers:
Mr Cunningham
MrMcDonald

PAIR
Mr Austin

I

MrCain

The SPEAKER-Order! I am advised that the Minister has moved a motion in relation
to amendment No. 6.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendments Nos 7 and 8 be agreed to.
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The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendment No. 9 be agreed to with the following amendments:
1. Omit "$500" and insert "$1000".

2. Omit "one month" and insert "three months".

When the original Bill was introduced into this House, it stipulated fines of up to $2000,
or imprisonment for up to six months. After being amended in the other place, the Bill
was returned to this House with $500 substituted for $2000, and one month substituted
for six months.
In circumstances where the government has ~ven careful consideration to arguments
put forward in the other place, in public meetIngs and by deputations, it is believed a
reasonable compromise which would still provide adequate protection to the safety of the
public would be a fine of up to $1000, or up to three months' imprisonment. I hope in the
spirit of compromise it will be possible for that to be accepted in all quarters of the House.
Mr CROZIER (Portland)-While the Minister has conceded that he is prepared to give
ground on this, the Opposition believes the proposed penalty is still unrealistic and that it
does not conform with the recommended penalty for this particular offence as put forward
by the Minister's expert review body, the Firearms Act Review Team under the
chairmanship of Mr Bob Emslie. Reference has already been made to that in the debate
today by the honourable member for Benalla. I refer to that schedule of proposed offences
and penalties under the Firearms Act, which is now incorporated into Hansard of 4
October 1987 as part of my speech during the second-reading debate on this measure.
That clearly prescribes the penalty for this offence and it is identical with the revised
penalty which is the subject of the amendment made by the Legislative Council.
The Opposition is unable to accept the compromise and will hold with the amendment
which is before us from the other place; that the penalty should be reduced from $2000 or
imprisonment for six months to $500 or imprisonment for not more than one month.
Mr McNAMARA (Benalla)-The National Party also cannot accept the proposal put
forward by the Minister. The National Party originally proposed that the penalties be
basically in line with those proposed by the review team where in most cases the figure
was $100 whereas in other cases in the proposed legislation the government proposed a
penalty of$2000 or six months' imprisonment.
The National Party has reached agreement with the Opposition in another place to
introduce amendments based on $500 and one months' imprisonment and to increase
those, as the Minister suggests, to $1000 and three months' imprisonment is not acceptable
to the National Party.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendments Nos 10 and 11 be agreed to.

The motion was' agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendment No. 12 be agreed to with the following amendments:
1. Omit "$500" and insert "$1000".

2. Omit "one month" and insert "three months".

This is one of a series of amendments bringing the level of penalty into conformity with a
compromise which I have suggested. In moving these amendments I point out that the
committee charged with the revision of the Firearms Act did not have the advantage,
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when it made its recommendations on penalty levels, of data brought into being through
the recent firearms amnesty. In the course of that amnesty, no fewer than 50000 firearms
were submitted for registration, indicating conclusively the extent of the problem of noncompliance with the 1983 legislation which is present in the community.
Mr CROZIER (Portland)-In relation to this proposed offence, the Bill was defective
because originally in the Bill there was no provision for increasing the penalty for the
offence of selling a firearm or imitation pistol in contravention of section 24 of the
principal Act. I understand the deficiency was picked up and alluded to in debate in the
other place by Mr Long and, appropriately, it comes back into this Bill but, inappropriately,
the Minister has now determined that the penalty should be as high as he suggests.
We have the same reservations, and I put forward the same argument, as presented a
few months ago when the House was discussing an appropriate penalty for the previous
offence in the previous clause.
For those reasons the appropriate penalty should be that listed in the amendment which
comes to us from the Legislative Council.
Mr McNAMARA (Benalla)-The National Party again cannot accept the proposal put
forward by the Minister. It is interesting to note that the review team's recommendation
on this penalty suggested a fine of $1 00. In the original Bill it was proposed to be $2000 or
six months' gaol. To come to the alternative that the Minister is proposing of $1000 or
three months' gaol to increase what is now in the amendment of$500 or one months' gaol
is not acceptable to the National Party.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendment No. 13 be agreed to with the following amendments:
1. Omit "$500" and insert "$1000".

2. Omit "one month" and insert "three months".

This is a further amendment in this series dealing with penalties.
Mr CROZIER (Portland)-This offence is that of failing to produce a licence on demand.
Originally in the Bill the failure to do so by anyone in any circumstance was to be a fine of
$2000 or six months' gaol. One can imagine that technically there would be people at, say,
duck opening who naturally would not necessarily have with them the licence and could
be subject to this particular penalty.
I am pleased that the Minister is prepared to accept exemptions for primary producers
and those under the control of primary producers. The view of the Opposition is that the
penalty for the offence of failing to produce a licence on demand is still too high with the
revised figure the Minister has put forward. The figure should come back to $500 or
imprisonment for not more than six months.
Mr McNAMARA (Benalla)-The National Party cannot agree to the amendment
proposed by the Minister.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendments Nos 14 to 16 be agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.
Mr MA THEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendment No. 17 be disagreed with but the following amendments be made in the Bill:
1. Clause 15, page 7, line 29, after "purchase" insert "fixed".
2. Clause 15, page 7, line 36, after "sell" insert "fixed".
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3. Clause 15, page 8, after line 6 insert"(3) Sub-sections (1) and (2) do not apply to the sale offixed ammunition to a person who is not the holder of
a shooter's licence, if the seller reasonably believes that the purchaser is acting on behalf of a person who is
engaged in primary production within the meaning of Part IlIA and who holds a shooter's licence".

These amendments reinstate in the Bill the requirement that the purchase of ammunition
involves production of a shooter's licence. Again, the government has taken note of
contributions to the debate in the other place and elsewhere and is prepared to incorporate
in this clause an exemption for primary producers who are holders of a shooter's licence.
Mr CROZIER (Portland)-While the exemption is an improvement, the Opposition
has serious reservations about the efficacy of the provision. We know that it would cause
confusion and ill will among shooters and the suppliers of ammunition for very little, if
any, real benefit. The idea that criminal misuse of firearms will be seriously addressed by
even this amended provision is highly questionable. There are other valid objections to
this particular requirement and one is that many shooters, instead of purchasing
ammunition, load their own.
I note that the Minister has taken cognisance of this argument in part by his preparedness
to insert the word "fixed" which, of course, is the same as the definition for ammunition
in the Act. In the Act it is "fixed ammunition".
The idea that this will make Victoria a safer place by this cumbersome provision is not
substantiated, and having agreed that primary producers have reasons for purchasing
ammunition, or by others on their behalf, which would not require them to produce their
own shooter's licence the provision would be such as to be of even less validity.
The Liberal Party does not agree with the concept behind the clause. Many of these
shooters reload their ammunition and take great pride and care in doing it. Some serious
shooters would not use any other ammunition.
The Bill would technically bar probationary members of pistol clubs from obtaining
pistol ammunition. The Minister for Police and Emergency Services may say that they
would be exempt, but so many people and categories would have to be exempted from a
provision like this that the original prohibition would be significantly qualified. That
would raise doubts about its conceptual validity.
The Opposition does not agree with the government's argument that the measure would
achieve any worthwhile result and considers that it should be rejected outright.
Mr McNAMARA (Benalla)-The National Party does not accept the proposal put
forward by the Minister for Police and Emergency Services. As was stated during an earlier
debate in this Chamber and by the National Party spokesman in the Upper House, the
Honourable R. M. Hallam, an honourable member for Western Province, it is not necessary
for people who purchase ammunition to hold a shooter's licence.
The National Party will be consistent and oppose the amendments to the Council's
amendment.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendments Nos 18 and 19 be agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendment No. 20 be agreed to with the following amendments:
1. Omit "$500" and insert "$1000".
2. Omit "one month's imprisonment" and insert "imprisonment for a tenn of not more than three months".

The proposed amendments deal with the penalty issue.
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Mr CROZIER (Portland)-The Opposition does not accept the revised amendment.
There is a greater discrepancy between what is now proposed and the penalty proposed by
the review team, which was $100, than there was between the review team's
recommendation and what the government originally proposed.
The Act, and the Bill, provide the power to seize and confiscate an unregistered firearm.
The penalty is severe. Any person who takes pride in the possession of a firearm, and the
vast majority of shooters do, would regard that as a sufficient penalty in itself.
The Opposition believes there is stronger reason to oppose the amended penalty
provisions than earlier provisions.
Mr McNAMARA (Benalla)-The National Party opposes the proposal put forward by
the Minister and believes the Bill should remain as amended in the other place.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendments Nos 21 to 26 to be agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendment No. 27 be agreed to with the following amendment:
Omit "(c)" and insert "; and
(c)"

The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendment No. 28 be disagreed with.

The motion removes the amendment adopted in the other place.
Mr CROZIER (Portland)-Amendment No. 28 is redundant only if the other place,
when the Bill is returned to it, accepts the arguments put forward by the Minister and the
government, that members of approved recreational and sporting organisations should
enjoy an exemption from the permit requirements comparable to that applicable to primary
producers, as set out in Part IlIA of the Act. To be consistent, and because the Opposition
still adheres to its original view, it will oppose the motion. It believes the Firearms
Consultative Committee should be empowered with the additional responsibility of
determining which such organisations should meet with its accreditation.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendments Nos 29 to 33 be agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.
It was ordered that the Bill be returned to the Council with a message intimating the
decision of the House.

LIQUOR CONTROL BILL (No. 2)
The message from the Council relating to the amendments in this Bill was taken into
consideration.
Council's amendments:
1. Clause 3, page 2, line 27, after "licence" insert "or a general licence".

2. Clause 3, page 2, after line 34 insert-

Session 1987-83

2490

ASSEMBLY

13 November 1987

Liquor Control Bill (No. 2)

• "Interest of the community" in relation to an area includes the interest of the community in protection of the
amenity of the area.'.
3. Clause 46, page 21, lines 23 to 35, omit all words and expressions on these lines and insert"(a) at any time to a resident of the licensed premises or a guest of such a resident for consumption on the
licensed premises; and
(b) if the Commission so determines and specifies in the licence, to any person-

(i) during ordinary trading hours; and
(ii) at any other times in accordance with any extended hours permit held by the licensee in respect of the
licensed premisesfor consumption on or off the licensed premises-".
4. Clause 48, page 23, line 7, after "comply" insert";and
(c) that, in the case of a restricted club licence, supplies of liquor for the club will be purchased only from a
person who holds a general licence or a packaged liquor licence."
5. Clause 49, line 20, omit "or bottled".
6. Clause 49, line 43, after "cider" insert ", brandy".
7. Clause 49, page 24, line 4, after "licensee" insert";and
(c) in the case of brandy, is to the extent of at least 70 per centum made from wine distilled by the licensee.".
8. Clause 51, line 27, omit "I p.m." and insert "5 p.m.".
9. Clause 51, page 25, lines 41 and 42, omit "the business to be carried on on" and insert "business to be
carried on in the area set aside as".
1O. Clause 52, after line 4, insert"( ) If the Commission is satisfied that a limited licence is required for the purposes of a club (other than a
club for which a club licence is held), the Commission must include in the conditions to which the limited licence
is subject a condition that liquor sold or disposed of under the licence must be purchased from the holder of a
general licence or a packaged liquor licence.".
11. Clause 53, line 12, after "53." insert "(I)".
12. Clause 53, lines 15 to 17, omit the expression commencing "such terms" and ending "the permit." on
these lines and insert(a) a condition that the licensee does not cause or permit undue detriment to the amenity of the area to arise
out of or in connection with the use ofthe premises to which the permit relates during or immediately after the
hours to which the permit relates; and
(b) such other terms and conditions, including conditions relating to entertainment, as the Commission
determines and specifies in the permit.
(2) If a licensee or permittee contravenes any condition of an extended hours permit imposed by or under
sub-section (1) in relation to the use of the premises, the contravention shall be deemed also to be a use of the
premises that contravenes the relevant planning scheme and Division 1 of Part 6 of the Planning and Environment
Act 1987 applies accordingly except with respect to enforcement orders.".
13. Clause 54, line 19, after "54." insert "(I)".
14. Clause 54, lines 21 and 22, omit the expression commencing "such term" and ending "the permit." on
these lines and insert-

(a) a condition that the permittee does not cause or permit undue detriment to the amenity of the area to arise
out of or in connection with the use of the premises to which the permit relates during or immediately after the
hours to which the permit relates; and
(b) such other terms and conditions, including conditions relating to entertainment, as the Commission
determines and specifies in the permit.

(2) If a permittee contravenes any condition of a BYO restaurant permit imposed by or under sub-section (1)
in relation to the use of the premises, the contravention shall be deemed also to be a use of the premises that
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contravenes the relevant planning scheme and Division 1 of Part 6 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987
applies accordingly except with respect to enforcement orders.".
15. Clause 55, line 28, after "consumed on" insert "or removed from".
16. Clause 58, page 28, after line 17, insert"(5) This section does not apply to a club licence if a post-secondary education institution is the licensee.".
17. Clause 64, page 33, omit all words on lines 4 and 5 and the words and expression on line 6 concluding with
"but,".
18. Clause 72, page 37, after line 25, insert"(6) A notice under this section must contain(a) the name of the applicant; and

(b) the address ofthe premises to which the application relates or to which the licensed premises are sought to
be removed; and
(c) if the application relates to a licence or permit, the type oflicence or permit to which it relates or, if the
application relates to an extended hours permit, a statement to that effect; and
(d) any terms or conditions sought in relation to the grant, variation, transfer or removal of the licence, permit
or extended hours permit.".

19. Clause 73, omit this clause.
20. Clause 74, line 40, after "person" insert ", including the Council of the municipality in which premises to
which a licence, permit or application relates are, or are proposed to be, situated,".
21. Clause 74, page 38, line 27, after "(6)" insert "(a)".
22. Clause 74, page 38, after line 29, insert"(b) The Commission shall give particular consideration to the opinion of the Council of a municipality on

any matter relating to the amenity of an area under its control."
23. Clause 77, page 41, after line 4, insert"(iii) that the Council of the municipality in which the premises to which the application relates are, or are
proposed to be, situated has made no representations under section 74 that the grant ofthe application is not in
the interest ofthe community; and".
24. Clause 78, line 18, after "community" insert "; or".
25. Clause 78, after line 18, insertthat the Council of the municipality in which the premises to which the application relates are, or are
proposed to be, situated has made representations under Section 74 that the grant ofthe application is not in the
interest of the community-".
"(C)

26. Clause 105, omit this clause.
27. Clause 111, line 32, after" 111 " insert "( 1)".
28. Clause 111, after line 36, insert"(21 The Commission must, on the application ofa body corporate that is a licensee or permittee, approve or
refuse to approve the proposed appointment of a person as a director (by whatever name called) of the body
corporate.

(3) If(a) a person is appointed as a director (by whatever name called) of a body corporate that is a licensee or
permittee; and

(b) the appointment was not approved by the Commission under sub-section (2)-

the Commission may cancel or suspend the licence or permit.".
29. Clause 127, page 62, line 31, omit "Sub-section (4) does" and insert "Sub-sections (1) and (4) do".
30. Clause 127, page 62, line 32, omit "an employee if the" and insert "a licensee or permittee or an employee
ofa licensee or pennittee if the licensee, permittee or".
31. Clause 144, omit this clause.
32. Clause 161, line 41, after "Act" insert "and any such regulation may be disallowed in whole or in part by
resolution of either House of the Parliament in accordance with the requirements of section 6 (2) of the
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Subordinate Legislation Act 1962, which disallowance shall be deemed disallowance by Parliament for the
purposes of that Act".

33. Clause 164, line 13, omit "transferred,".
34. Clause 167, line 4, after "167" insert "(I)".
35. Clause 167, after line 17, insert"and if, immediately before that commencement, the holder of the licence or permit was authorised under any
licence or permit in force under the repealed Act relating to the licensed premises to sell and dispose ofliquor at
any times not authorised under a club licence under this Act, any such licence or permit has effect in relation to
those times as if it were an extended hours permit.
(2) A tertiary institution licence in force immediately before the commencement of this section in respect of
which a post-secondary education institution is the licensee has effect as a club licence in accordance with this
section for a club of which the members are persons employed by the institutioniand students at the institution.".
36. Clause 168, lines 40-42, omit all words on these lines and insert-

J

"a producer's or distributor's licence, or on any other premises, the licence or rmit has effect(i) in relation to those times as ifit were an extended hours permit; and
(ii) in relation to those other premises in the same manner as it had effect before that commencementsubject to the terms and conditions to which the licence was subject immediately before the commencement of
this Part, whether imposed by the repealed Act or the licence or permit.".
37. Clause 169, lines 25-31, omit all words on these lines and insert"sell and dispose of liquor at any times not authorised under an on-premises licence under this Act or on any
other premises, any such licence or permit has effect(i) in relation to those times as ifit were an extended hours permit; and
(ii) in relation to those other premises in the same manner as it had effect before that commencementsubject to the terms and conditions to which the licence or permit was subject immediately before the
commencement of this Part, whether imposed by the repealed Act or the licence or permit.".
38. Clause 173, lines 29 to 33, omit all words commencing "during the period" and ending "under this Act",
on these lines and insert "except in accordance with sub-section (2)".
39. Clause 173, line 33, after this line insert"( ) The following provisions have effect for the purposes of the grant of a licence or permit in respect of
premises in a district referred to in sub-section (1):
(a) Before, a new licence is granted in or an existing licence is removed to any part of that district, the
Commission shall in the case of a general licence, a residential licence, an on-premises licence or a club licence
and may if it thinks proper in the case of any other licence or a permit order a vote of electors to be taken in the
neighbourhood surrounding the proposed site of the premises in respect of which a licence or permit has been
applied for or to which a licence or permit is sought to be removed (as the case may be);
(b) The neighbourhood shall be delineated by the Commission after consultation with the Chief Electoral
Officer;
(c) The resolution to be submitted at the vote of electors shall be-

That a licence or permit (nature oflicence or permit to be stated) be granted in [or removed to] the neighbourhood
(neighbourhood to be sufficiently indicated);
(d) Ifa majority of the electors voting formally vote against the resolution, the Commission shall not grant the
application for the licence or for the removal ofthe licence (as the case may be) nor shall it grant any application
for a licence in or the removal of a licence to that neighbourhood within three years after the taking of such vote;
(e) When the Commission orders a vote to be taken under this section, the Chief Electoral Officer shall take a
vote of electors accordingly and for that purpose(i) he or she may make all proper arrangements for the taking of the vote;
(ii) every elector within the neighbourhood delineated who is entitled to be enrolled on an electoral roll
for the Legislative Assembly on the sixtieth day before the taking of the vote shall be qualified to vote
but may vote once only:

(iii) the manner of voting shall be similar to that followed in the election of members to serve in the
Legislative Assembly but the voting paper shall be marked as prescribed thereon;
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(iv) subject to and for the purposes ofthis section the provisions of any law relating to rolls, electors and
elections for the Legislative Assembly (including the provisions relating to compulsory voting and
voting by post and the provisions relating to offences in connection with such elections but not
including the provisions relating to absent voting) shall with such adaptations as are necessary as so
far as the provisions can be made applicable by the regulations, apply to the taking of a vote under
this section:
Provided that every application for a postal ballot-paper in relation to the vote of electors shall, where
the postal ballot-paper is to be forwarded to the applicant, require that it be posted addressed to him
or her at his or her place of living at the time when it would be delivered in the ordinary course of
post (which place shall be specified in the application), and every postal ballot-paper posted to an
applicant shall be addressed accordingly;
(v) the result of the voting shall be notified by the Chief Electoral Officer in the Government Gazette;
(vi) the Governor in Council may make regulations prescribing the form of voting paper and all matters
and things authorised to be prescribed or necessary or convenient to be prescribed for the carrying
out and giving effect to the provisions ofthis section.".
40. Insert the following new clause to follow clause 72:
Exemptions for limited licences.
"A. (1) The Commission may, in writing, exempt the applicant for the grant, variation, transfer or removal
of a limited licence from the requirements of any of the provisions of section 63 (5) (a) (b) (c) (d) (e) or (f), 65 (2)
(f), 67 (2) (a), 69 (3) (b) or 72.

(2) The Commission may, in writing, declare that the Registrar is not required to comply with section 70 in
respect of a specified application for a limited licence.".
41. Insert the following new clause to follow clause 104:
Review by Full Commission.
"AA. The applicant for a licence or a permit or the licensee or permittee or the Council of the municipality in
which premises to which a licence, permit or application relates are, or are proposed to be, situated may apply
for a review by the full bench of the Commission of any determination of the Commission made by a commissioner
sitting alone which determines any question relating to the interest of the community."
42. Schedule 3, page 95, omit item 31 and insert"31

45B (11) and (12)

Particular function or occasion permit

Limited licence"

Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-Honourable
members will note that extensive amendments have been made to the Bill by the other
place. Many of them were of a machinery nature, but others, perhaps, were of a slightly
more contentious nature. The government has had the opportunity since the debate on
this Bill in the Council to discuss the matter with the representatives from the other
parties, the honourable members for Prahran and Murray Valley, and an accord has been
reached on the best way forward.
I shall comment on a number of the amendments that have been made by the Council,
but, as will be evident, the government is prepared to accept those amendments, but with
some amendments.
Some additional amendments will be required as a result of initiatives taken by the
Council. However, this Bill has a considerable degree of consensus around the Chamber.
I move:
That amendments Nos 1 to 22 be agreed to.

Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I need some further explanation from the Minister.
This is the first time I have seen the detailed amendments that are about to be discussed.
Although I am aware of what has taken place in the Council, I would like to be certain of
the contents of the amendments.
The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the honourable member for Murray Valley that he
has the amendments in his hand.
Mr JASPER-I am seeking from the Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources
a brief explanation of the amendments. I can see that the amendments are detailed and I
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know they were discussed by the three parties at an earlier stage. However, a brief
explanation would be helpful to the House.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources) (By leave)-The
22 amendments relate to separate items. Those amendments were all made by the Council
on the initiative of either the National Party or the Liberal Party and agreed to by the
government.
.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That amendment No. 23 be agreed to with the following amendment:
In paragraph (a) (iii), omit ··the Council of the municipality in which the premises to which the application
relates are, or are proposed to be, situated has made no representations" and insert uno representation has been
made".

Amendment No. 23 is a new matter that will need to be passed back to the Council. It
arises from amendments made by the Council to clause 77 to ensure there is consistency
of drafting.
I understand that some of the amendments brought from the Council were done on the
run and the consequential repercussions have not been considered. This amendment now
clarifies clause 77. I understand it has been supported by all persons interested in the
matter.
Mr HAYW ARD (Prahran)-The Opposition supports the amendment.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That amendment No. 24 be agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That amendment No. 25 be agreed to with the following amendment:
In paragraph (c), omit Uthe Council ofthe municipality in which the premises to which the application relates
are, or are proposed to be, situated has made representations" and insert ··a representation has been made".

Amendment No. 25 is similar to amendment No. 23 except that the correction of drafting
relates to clause 78. Both these amendments relate to the role of municipalities. I make
the passing comment that, as a result of the Bill, municipal bodies will have an enhanced
role in the liquor control area. That matter was raised by all corners of the House both
here and in another place. The Bill certainly provides for that increased role.

It is a recognition of the impact ofliquor licensing control amenity on local communities
and it is understandable that local government is concerned about playing a role in
conjunction with the new Liquor Licensing Commission. I am sure that councils would
have preferred an even greater role but I believe this provides a balance that is satisfactory
from everyone's point of view.
Mr HAYWARD (Prahran)-The Opposition supports the amendment.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That amendments Nos 26 to 32 be agreed to.

This is simply accepting the amendments that have been made by the Council. I comment
on amendment No. 30 relating to clause 127. That was an initiative taken by the Assembly
to provide a defence for employees of licensees and refers to the issue of reasonable efforts
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being made in terms of under-age drinking. A decision was made to extend that defence
to the licensee, also.
I have no reservations about extending that provision to the licensees because I believe
licensees carry a heavier responsibility than employees. One of the stringent requirements
that should be carried out by the Liquor Licensing Commission will ensure that licensees
are aware of their responsibilities in relation to under-age drinking because this is an area
of tremendous concern in our community.
The amendment moved in another place provides this mechanism for licensees.
However, I reiterate that licensees have more resources, opportunities and obligations to
ensure that young people are not in breach of the Liquor Act on licensed premises. The
government, the police and the community will expect that breaches of this provision do
not occur. Licensees will be expected to make special efforts to search and demand
inquiries to ensure that this provision is complied with.
I repeat that licensees have an important responsibility in this area and that is recognised
by bodies such as the Australian Hotels Association which has made efforts to ensure its
members are aware of their strong obligations.

Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-Amendment No. 26 omits clause 105. That clause
provided for appeals to the Administrative Appeals Tribunal by applicants for licences or
permits. The National Party believes if this clause is included in the Bill, everyone should
have the opportunity of appealing to the Administrative Appeals Tribunal, if desired. It
should be a situation of one in all in or one out all out.
However, we believe the Liquor Licensing Commission should have the ultimate say in
the issuing of permits and licences. I take up the points made by the Minister for Industry,
Technology and Resources that the Bill will provide for greater involvement by local
government. From discussions we have had with local government, I believe local
government wanted to be included in clause 105 and have the right to appeal to the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal should an adverse decision be made about a particular
application for a licence or permit. The current Bill provides protection for local government
and adequate appeal mechanisms to the commission.
As the Bill stands, there is no appeal beyond the full Liquor Licensing Commission. It
provides a balance for all people involved in the liquor industry who may be party to an
appeal mechanism. The Bill provides additional mechanisms for local government
concerns.
The discussions that have taken place have resulted in a satisfactory conclusion for all
parties.

Mr HAYW ARD (Prahran)-This matter concerns later amendments but, because it
has been raised by the honourable member for Murray Valley, I shall make preliminary
reference to it. It has been the objective of the Liberal Party to provide local government
the right to appeal to the Administrative Appeals Tribunal against a decision of the Liquor
Licensing Commission.
A rather unusual set of circumstances occurred in another place in connection with
clause 105. The National Party was good enough to support the Liberal Party's amendment
in another place, which provided a right of appeal by local government to the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal, and the amendment was passed. The government, in
the other place, moved to negative the clause, as amended and-amazingly-the National
Party combined with the government party to effect the aim of the government!
Subsequently, a new clause provided for the right of appeal against a decision by a
commissioner of the Liquor Licensing Commission to be heard by the full commission.
The Liberal Party is concerned that local government does not have a right of appeal to
the Administrative Appeals Tribunal. However, the formula which has been arrived at
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through discussions between the parties and with the Minister, is the best that can be
achieved in the circumstances.
Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-I shall comment briefly on the remarks made by the
Acting Premier, the Minister responsible for this group of clauses. When a company owns
licensed premises it has neither body nor soul, and must act through people who are
employees or agents of the company. In the case of an incorporated body checking underage drinkers places a responsibility into the hands of employees. If an incorporated body
owns the hotel or premises, all employees are exempt, as distinct from a person who owns
premises. Consistency has been introduced.
There are very practical and earthy limits on the extent to which checking of under-age
drinking can be effected. That is not to say that it should be encouraged but those who run
licensed premises face a near impossible task in distinguishing young people by determining
their ages.
Drivers' licences with photographs will continue to render assistance in that regard but
I remind the Acting Premier that in some States of the United States of America nondrivers' licences are issued. I do not wish to become involved in an Australia Card debate
but because a number of young people, including a large number of young women, do not
obtain driving licences they feel discriminated against with respect to the use that is made
of the photographed drivers' licences. The Acting Premier should consult with the Minister
for Transport; a system could be devised whereby one could seek to have exactly the same
as the driver's licence but in a non-driver's licence form, including the photograph, and
subject to the same checks. It would make the disciplining of the industry and the underage drinking problem immensely easier. It means that young people either apply for and
receive drivers' licences or they acquire the other card.
It would make life a lot easier for publicans and those who control licensed premises as
well as young people who face the embarrassment of being checked when they are over
eighteen years but do not happen to have identification with them.
Life should be made easier for the people who bear the onerous responsibility of
enforcing the legislation passed by Parliament.
Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-Since August the Matthew Flinders Hotel has been operating
an alcohol-free disco specifically for young people on each Saturday afternoon. However,
the police have served notice on the licensees that, as of tomorrow's disco, that facility
will be discontinued because the police intend to close it. The alcohol-free disco was a
genuine attempt by an hotel operator to provide entertainment facilities to young people
where they could enjoy themselves without any encouragement towards alcohol
consumption. No substantial complaints were made which would have triggered the police
action to close the disco that I am able to ascertain.
The Australian Hotels Association should examine that there are other methods of
overcoming the under-age drinking problem.
The SPEAKER-Order! I point out to the honourable member for Syndal that the
House is in the complicated process of dealing with amendments to the Bill made by the
Legislative Council. This does not provide honourable members with the opportunity of
canvassing all issues related to the Bill. Honourable members should address their remarks
specifically to the amendments. The honourable member for Berwick strayed a little in his
contribution but I shall not allow that to continue.
Mr COLEMAN-Had the amendments been dealt with in sequential order each would
have been dealt with separately and the opportunity provided in the Committee
stage-The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the honourable member for Syndal that the Bill is not
in the Committee stage. The amendments made to the Bill in the other place are being
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dealt with by the House. The problem of the Chair is not to truncate debate but to contain
it to the amendments before the Chair.
Mr COLEMAN-I shall endeavour to truncate my remarks rather than place that onus
on you, Mr Speaker.
The Australian Hotels Association is a close knit organisation and has demonstrated
previously its ability to gain unanimity in decision making.
I believe individual hotels could issue identity cards to young people after they have
presented some form of identification to hotel proprietors.
These cards could then be produced on request when young people attend functions at
hotels rather than have the confrontation with the "bouncer" which now occurs.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I refer briefly to amendment No. 28, in relation to
clause 111. I raised this matter during debate when the Bill was previously before the
House. At the time I said there would need to be additional clarification to ensure that
protection was provided.
The SPEAKER-Order! I have transgressed the rules in allowing the honourable member
for Murray Valley to speak, because he had already spoken on these amendments. If he
wishes to speak again, he must obtain leave of the House. It will make a farce of the
proceedings if honourable members wish to speak twice on the amendments. I remind
honourable members that they are not in Committee; they are in a meeting of the whole
House. If the honourable member for Murray Valley seeks leave to speak again, I shall put
that to the House.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) (By leave)-It is difficult when there are a large number
of amendments and one is trying to find them quickly-The SPEAKER-Order! I ask the honourable member for Murray Valley to get to the
subject matter he wishes to address.
Mr JASPER-The National Party raised the matter of clause 111 with the Minister. It
contains a tightening in the method by which directors are appointed and the way the
Minister can assure that the directors are appropriate.
Amendments were included in the second Bill introduced to the House, and they
assisted in clarifying the clause. I strongly support the further actions taken by the
government in tightening the operation of clause 111, which was strongly supported by
the Australian Hotels Association in earlier representations to the National Party and me.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That amendment No. 33 be agreed to and that the following amendments be made in the Bill:
l. Clause 164, line 19, after "to the" insert "transfer,".

2. Clause 164, line 20, omit "transfer or".
3. Clause 164, line 25, after "so" insert "transferred,".

Amendment No. 33 requires additional amendments to make it workable. The amendment
deals with one of the controversial clauses of the Bill-clause 164. The Upper House
amended clause 164 (1), but, in the spirit of endeavouring to assist and work with the
parties, I point out that, for that to be successful, amendments are required to clause 164
(2). The government has proposed the further amendments to clarify the situation.
Mr HAYWARD (Prahran)-This is a machinery matter to implement the amendment
made in the other place. The issue involved is important to the hotel industry, and the
Opposition is pleased that the government has seen fit to agree to it. The further
amendments will make the clause more effective.
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Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I am delighted that the government has accepted the
amendment. The National Party spoke strongly about this matter when it was debated. I
am interested that the honourable member for Prahran has taken up this issue because he
was not prepared to do so in the earlier discussions that took place. The amendment
requires that the licence stays with the premises and not with the transferee. The Australian
Hotels Association believed the original provision would cause enormous difficulties in
the transition period for a possible transfer or sale of licence from one owner to another.
The National Party supports the amendments proposed by the government. I am sure
they will better serve the interests of the hotel industry.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That amendments Nos 34 to 38 be agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That amendment No. 39 be agreed to with the following amendments:
1. In paragraph (a), omit ··or a permit".

2. In paragraph (a), omit ··or permit".
3. In paragraph (c), omit "or permit".

The government has reluctantly gone along with the initiatives taken in the other place
with regard to so-called dry area provisions. It is an anomally that such provisions exist in
the State. I shall not go over the debate that occurred in this place some time ago. I suspect
that many members on the other side of the House share my views. However, we are well
past that point.
Members of the Opposition obviously did not realise that the way the amendments
were moved in the other place meant that there could not be BYO restaurants in the dry
areas. Despite the desire within that section of the eastern suburbs not to have the
"dreaded" liquor available except in homes, BYO restaurants have a legitimate role to
play. In discussion, the other parties immediately agreed to ensure that that would be the
case. The amendment before the House makes it clear that that can be facilitated.
Mr HAYWARD (Prahran)-This is a drafting matter. The Opposition is pleased that
the government has seen fit to accept the amendment made by the other place because it
is important to the communities involved. The amendment involves an important
democratic principle. When Victorians had the opportunity of voting on this matter some
time ago, the communities covered by the amendment voted to remain dry areas. The
communities wish to retain the right of local option, and the amendment continues that
democratic right. The amendments proposed by the Minister to the amendment made by
the other place will make provision more effectIve.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-It is interesting to hear the honourable member for
Prahran describe this as a "minor drafting error" when a number of amendments are
required to deal with what occurred in the other place.
I ask the Minister whether the amendments to the Council's amendment cover club
licences operating in the relevant areas. It has been put to me that the further amendments
may cover the operation of such licences.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources) (By leave)- Your
concerns were addressed.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That amendment No. 40 be agreed to.
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The motion was agreed to.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That amendment No. 41 be disagreed with but the following amendments be made in the Bill:
1. Clause 3, page 2, after line 16, insert, "Deputy Commissioner" means the Deputy Commissioner appointed under this Act." '.
2. Clause 8, after line 12, insert"(b) a Deputy Commissioner; and".

3. Heading preceding clause 10, after "Commissioner" insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
4. Clause 10, line 3, after "Commissioner" insert "Deputy Commissioner".
5. Clause 10, after line 6, insert"( ) The Deputy Commissioner may be appointed as a full-time or p.art-time Deputy Commissioner.".
6. Clause 10, line 9, after "Commissioner" insert "Deputy Commissioner".
7. Clause 10, line 10, after "Commissioner" (where secondly occurring) insert "Deputy Commissioner".
8. Clause 11, line 14, after "Commissioner" insert "or Deputy Commissioner".
9. Clause 12, line 17, after "Commissioner" insert "Deputy Commissioner".
10. Clause 12, line 22, after "Commissioner" insert "or Deputy Commissioner".
11. Clause 12, line 25, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert "or Deputy Commissioner".
12. Clause 12, line 27, after "Commissioner" insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
13. Clause 13, after line 32, insert"( ) The Deputy Commissioner shall be paid such remuneration and allowances as are determined by the
Governor in CounciL".
14. Clause 14, line 36, after "Commissioner" insert "or Deputy Commissioner".
15. Clause 14, page 10, line 2, after "Commissioner" insert "or Deputy Commissioner".
16. Clause 15, after line 9, insert"( ) The Governor in Council may appoint a person who is a legal practitioner of not less than five years'
standing to act as Deputy Commissioner during any period, or during all periods, when the Deputy Commissioner
is absent from duty or during a vacancy in the office of Deputy Commissioner.".
17. Clause 15, line 14, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
18. Clause 15, line 15, after "Commissioner" insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
19. Clause 15, line 16, after "Commissioner" (where secondly occurring) insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
20. Clause 15, line 26, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert "or Deputy Commissioner".
21. Clause 15, line 29, after "Commissioner" insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
22. Clause 15, line 32, after "Commissioner" insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
23. Clause 15, line 35, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
24. Clause 15, line 38, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
25. Clause 15, line 39, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
26. Clause 16, line 16, after "delegate to" insert "the Deputy Commissioner or".
27. Clause 17, line 20, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert" or Deputy Commissioner".
28. Clause 17, line 22, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert" or Deputy Commissioner".
29. Clause 18, line 25, after "Commissioner" insert "or Deputy Commissioner".
30. Clause 19, line 29, after "Commissioner" insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
31. Clause 19, line 31, after "Commissioner" insert", Deputy Commissioner".
32. Clause 19, line 38, after "Commissioner" insert", Deputy Commissioner".
33. Clause 20, line 2, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
34. Clause 21, line 6, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
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35. Clause 21, line 8, after "Commissioner" insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
36. Clause 21, line 10, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert", Deputy Commissioner".
37. Clause 21, line 14, after "Commissioner" insert "or Deputy Commissioner".
38. Clause 22, line 20, after "Commissioner" insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
39. Clause 22, line 22, after "Commissioner" insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
40. Clause 23, line 26, after "23." insert "(I)".
41. Clause 23, line 27, after "Commissioner" insert "or the Deputy Commissioner".
42. Clause 23, after line 28, insert"( ) The Full Commission shall be constituted by three members, being the Commissioner or the Deputy
Commissioner and two other members.".
43. Clause 25, line 11, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
44. Clause 25, line 16, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
45. Clause 25, line 39, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert" or Deputy Commissioner".
46. Clause 25, line 41, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert" or Deputy Commissioner".
4 7. Clause 28, line 15, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert", Deputy Commissioner".
48. Clause 30, line 22, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
49. Clause 31, line 30, after "Commissioner" insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
50. Clause 31, line 32, after "Commissioner" (where first occurring) insert ", Deputy Commissioner".
51. Insert the following new clause to follow Division heading on page 50, line 26Review by Full Commission.
"AA. (1) A person aggrieved by a decision of the Commission constituted by a single member in a proceeding
to which the person was a party may apply in writing to the Commission not later than the 28th day after the
decision for a review of the decision by the Full Commission.
(2) A member ofthe Commission is not eligible to be a member of the Full Commission for the purposes ofa
review of a decision of the Commission constituted by that member.
(3) The Full Commission may exercise all the powers and discretions of the Commission and shall make a
decision(a) affirming the decision under review; or
(b) varying the decision under review; or
(c) setting aside the decision under review and making a decision in substitution for the decision set aside.".

52. Clause 155, line 2, after "Commissioner" insert ", Deputy Commissioner",".

This is the appeal matter to which the honourable member for Prahran and Murray Valley
referred earlier, in a slightly different context. The concept of a full commisslon was
included in the Bill in the other place, but the machinery to provide that was,
understandably, left to the government. To meet the structure developed in the amendment,
the Council has inserted a provision to cover appeals to the full commission, which
comprises three members, being the commissioner or the deputy commissioner and two
other members, both of whom will be persons with legal standing and experience, as
outlined in the Bill. A member of the commission whose decision is under appeal is not
eligible to be a member of the full commission for the purposes of that review. This
structure is preferable to the earlier structure proposed in the other place for the reasons
mentioned by the honourable member for Murray Valley. It is best that licensing is held
within the structure of the Liquor Licensing Commission. As a result of discussions
involving the parties-and I thank honourable members for their constructive role in this
matter-a sensible and workable solution has been achieved to what was an impasse.
Mr HAYWARD (Prahran)-This is a second-best solution, which arose from an
extraordinary set of circumstances. The National Party voted with the Liberal Party in
another place to provide local government with the right of appeal to the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal and then in the next breath voted with the government to abolish totally
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all appeals as contained in clause 105. On the run, as it were, a verbal amendment was
proposed in another place to allow an appeal to the full commission against a determination
by a commissioner.
The commission comprises three members. The commissioner being appealed against
obviously should not serve on the full commission hearing the appeal. Rightly, the
government has now provided for a deputy commissioner, who will be able to serve on a
full bench hearing of the commission. This requires a series of drafting measures which
are embodied in the amendments to the amendment. They are all consequential to the
implementation of the concept of a deputy commissioner. As I said, it is a second-best
arrangement but it is the best that can be achieved under the circumstances. The Opposition
supports the amendments.

Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I take issue with the comments made by the honourable
member for Prahran, who criticised the National Party. The difficulty confronted in
Committee in the other place was that the National Party opposed clause 105: the
amendments to clause 105 were dealt with first and then the National Party voted against
the clause. That was the method that had to be adopted.
The National Party supported the appeal mechanism contained in the amendments
proposed by the Liberal Party in another place but, effectively, the cost of operating the
Liquor Licensing Commission will probably increase by $60000 or $70000 a year with
the employment of a deputy commissioner.
In the proposed le~slation the chief executive officer makes the decision on applications
for licences or permIts. An appeal against the decision must go before a commissioner or
an assistant commissioner. The appeal mechanism was already in place and the National
Party wanted to ensure that that mechanism was available to everyone.
Extensive discussions were held with the Municipal Association of Victoria which
accepted the view of the National Party and was supported by the government. If the
applicant is still not happy with the decision of the first appeal, he can further appeal to
the full commission. How many appeals does an applicant want?
Under the circumstances, the government has taken a logical way out. The National
Party accepts the governmenfs decision but the amendments made by the Liberal Party
in another place will add to the cost of the operation of the commission, especially when a
mechanism for protecting all parties had already been included in the proposed legislation.
The motion was agreed to.

Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That amendment No. 42 be agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.
It was ordered that the Bill be returned to the Council with a message intimating the
decision of the House.

ROAD SAFETY (AMENDMENT) BILL
The message from the Council relating to the amendment in this Bill was taken into
consideration.
Council's amendment:
Clause 17, lines 2 and 3, omit' "the prescribed amount'" and insert' "the amount, not exceeding $50, that is
prescribed" '.

Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I move:
That the amendment be agreed to.
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Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-The amendment sets a $50 ceiling on the fine a
municipality may fix for parking infringements. That is a sensible ceiling and the National
Party is pleased that the government has accepted the amendment.
The motion was agreed to.

METROPOLITAN FIRE BRIGADES SUPERANNUATION
(AMENDMENT) BILL
The message from the Council relating to the amendments in this Bill was taken into
consideration.

Council's amendments:
1. Clause 4, omit this clause.
2. Insert the following new clause to follow clause 3:
Amendments to section 3.
'AA. Section 3 of the Principal Act is amended as follows:
(a) in sub-section (3) (c), for "contributors" substitute "pensioners and contributors";
(b) sub-sections (4) and (6) are repealed;
(c) in sub-section (5), the proviso is repealed;

(d) in sub-section (7), for "contributors" substitute "pensioners and contributors";
(e) in sub-section (8), for "contributors" substitute "pensioners and contributors";

<I)

in sub-section (10)(i) for "contributors" (wherever occurring) substitute "pensioners and contributors"; and
(ii) omit "a contributor";

(g) in sub-section (11), for "contributors" substitute "pensioners and contributors".'.

Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

Even though the amendments are unnecessary, reluctantly I am prepared to accept them.
I note in particular that the omission of clause 4 requires an election. It appears that much
unnecessary work will follow as a result. Nevertheless, the government is willing to accept
the amendment, under the circumstances.
The motion was agreed to.

ACCIDENT COMPENSATION (AMENDMENT) BILL
The message from the Council relating to the amendments in this Bill was taken into
consideration.

Council's amendments:
1. Oause 2, line 8, omit "Sections 1,2 and 3 come" and insert "Subject to this section, this Act comes".
2. Clause 2, line 10, omit "Sections 6 (2), 71, 72, 77 and 110 (1)" and insert "Section 6 (2)".
3. Oause 2, line 12, omit "a day to be proclaimed" and insert "1 January 1988".
4. Clause 2, lines 13 and 14, omit sub-clause (4).
5. Clause 5, line 15, omit "Divisions 6, 6A, 6B and 6C' and insert "'Division 6".
6. Clause 5, line 20, omit "Divisions 6, 6A, 6B and 6C" and insert "Division 6".
7. Oause 5, line 29, omit "Divisions 6, 6A, 6B and 6C of Part IV apply" and insert "Division 6 of Part IV
applies".
8. Clause 9, line 9, omit "Divisions 6, 6A or 6B" and insert "Division 6".
9. Clause 9, line 13, omit "Divisions 6, 6A or 6B" and insert "Division 6".
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10. Clause 13, line 25, after "available" insert "; and".
11. Clause 13, after line 25, insert'(c) after sub-section (2) (a) insert"(aa) include at least two independent actuarial estimates of outstanding claims liability and unfunded
liabilities as at the end of the financial year;" '.

12. Clause 16, line 39, omit "or 6A".
13. Clause 26, line 32, omit "or 6A".
14. Clause 29, page 20, line 23, omit "and 6A".
15. Clause 29, page 20, lines 26-28, omit paragraphs (a) and (b).
16. Clause 29, page 20, lines 30-32, omit "or of the liability of any contributor within the meaning of Division
6A to make such payment as is, or payments as are, determined to be payable".
17. Clause 29, page 21, line 43, omit "or 6A".
18. Clause 32, page 24, after line 7 insert'(c) after sub-section (2) (a) insert-

"(aa) include a full report of money borrowed during that financial year indicating the purpose of the borrowing

and details of the expenditure ofthat money;
(ab) include a full report of the Registrar's investments under section 131 during that financial year and an
independent assessment of the return of those investments; and" '.

19. Clause 71, line 23, omit "and".
20. Clause 71, line 24, omit paragraph (c).
21. Clause 72, omit this clause.
22. Clause 75, page 67, line 27, omit "75" and insert "74".
23. Clause 77, after line 43 insert";and
(c) Part IV applies to the Commission as ifit were a self-insurer and, in relation to any proceedings to which
the body corporate was a party as a self-insurer immediately before the Commission assumed the liability of the
body corporate, as if the Commission were that party.".

24. Clause 87, line 32, after "available" insert "; and".
25. Clause 87, after line 32 insert'(c) in sub-section (2) (a) after "section 158" insert "and the functions under section 159"; and
(d) after sub-section (2) (a) insert-

"(aa) include a full report of money borrowed during that financial year, indicating the purpose of the
borrowing and details ofthe expenditure of that money;
(ab) include an independent assessment of the return of investments made by the Council during that financial
year;" '.

26. Clause 102, line 32, after "102." insert "( 1)".
27. Clause 102, page 79, after line 3 insert'(2) After section 253 (2) ofthe Principal Act insert"(3) Regulations under this Act may be disallowed in whole or in part by resolution of either House of the
Parliament in accordance with the requirements of section 6 (2) of the Subordinate Legislation Act 1962 which
disallowance is deemed disallowance by the Parliament for the purposes of that Act." '.

Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

The government accepts all the amendments with the exception of the amendment that
relates to the omission of clause 72 of the original Bill introduced in this place.
In another place the Opposition supported the government's reform proposals, and a
number of other amendments have been suggested by the Opposition but they are relatively
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minor and contribute to the reporting mechanisms to this place. The government considers
clause 72 to be an important element of its reform proposals because it deals with the
recovery provisions.
Clause 72 was designed to ensure that insurers under the pre-WorkCare system made a
fair and equitable contribution to the costs associated with the injuries and diseases which
spanned the pre-WorkCare and post-WorkCare periods.
The government is willing to accept this amendment because there is an understanding
between all parties that it is a matter which will be dealt with by the joint committee which
will report in March next year.
The honourable member for Hawthorn has indicated that he will ensure that the issue
is examined thoroughly. I believe clause 72 ensures that there is a fair and equitable
sharing of costs between insurers under the old system of workers compensation and
insurers under the new WorkCare system. It involves a significant cost factor, as has been
pointed out in previous debates. If this matter is not satisfactorily resolved, it effectively
means that future employers are bearing the burden of insurers under the old system.
I stress that it is the intention of the government to ensure that there is a fair distribution
of the costs associated with injuries and diseases that span the pre-WorkCare and the postWorkCare periods.
Mr GUDE (Hawthorn)-The Opposition differs from the government on clause 72 in
this sense: although the opposition parties are not opposing the Bill, that should not be
taken as an embracing of the legislation by the Opposition. It is a product of the government
alone. The Opposition believes the original legislation is flawed. It was rushed through
Parliament and has been amended on a number of occasions.
The provision in contention-clause 72 of the Bill-amends section 129 of the original
Act. That provision was amended in the year after the introduction of that Bill.
The SPEAKER-Order! I again advise honourable members, that the amendments
before the House have been made by the Legislative Council. This is not an opportunity
to canvass the subject of the Bill again. I ask honourable members for their cooperation
because it is very difficult to stay within the ambit of the amendments before the House. I
ask honourable members to restrict their comments to the amendments proposed by the
other place.
Mr GUDE-The point I was making about previous amendments relates specifically to
the clause. I was not endeavouring to stray from the clause in question. The clause has
been a point of issue with the government, the insurers and the Opposition.
The evidence presented to the Opposition shows that it is the intention of the Bill to
widen the relevant definition; and to propose to apply it retrospectively is neither fair nor
just. The Treasurer takes a different view and I respect his right to do so.
It is because there is doubt in the matter that the Opposition has decided to make a
major effort in the initial stages of the inquiry to deal with this particular provision.
I remind honourable members that when the Opposition moved in the Legislative
Council to establish its own committee of review-that is, in the Legislative Council with
its own terms of reference-the Legislative Council made specific mention of the particular
matter to which the Treasurer has referred.
The Opposition is on all fours with the government in this matter. The Opposition is
waiting for the Treasurer to give notice of the establishment of the joint Committee. I
make the point that the Opposition will not be disbanding that Legislative Council
committee because the Opposition wants to ensure that matters which need to be reviewed
are reviewed.
The clause has created a great deal of concern in the community. The financial aspects
of WorkCare are of major concern and all honourable members would be derelict in their
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duty if they did not take the opportunity of bringing about necessary changes to the
principal Act.
The motion was agreed to.

LOTTERIES GAMING AND BETTING (AMENDMENT) BILL
The message from the Council relating to the amendments in this Bill was taken into
consideration.

Council's amendments:
1. Clause 22, line 16, omit "; and".
2. Clause 22, lines 17 to 30, omit all words and expressions on these lines.
3. Clause 23, page 15, line 38, after "warrant" insert "any machine which the member reasonably suspects is".
4. Clause 23, page 16, after line 7 insert"(9) Ifa member of the police force seizes a machine under sub-section (7), the owner of the machine
may apply within 28 days of the seizure to a court for the return ofthe machine.
(10) On an application under sub-section (9), if the court is satisfied that the machine is not(a) a machine for gaming; or
(b) a restricted machine found in a place described in sub-section (4)-

the court must order that the machine be returned to the owner.
(11) On an application under sub-section (9), if the court is satisfied that the machine is(a) a machine for gaming; or

(b) a restricted machine found in a place described in sub-section (4)-

the court must order that the whole of the machine be forfeited to the Crown.
(12) If the owner ofa machine seized under sub-section (7) does not apply for the return of the machine
within 28 days of the seizure, the machine is forfeited to the Crown.".
5. Clause 23, page 16, line 8, omit "(9)" and insert "(13)".
6. Clause 23, page 16, line 14, omit "(10)" and insert "(14)".
7. Clause 23, page 16, line 18, omit "( 11)" and insert "( 15)".

Mr TREZISE (Minister for Sport and Recreation)-I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

The amendments are put forward to overcome the claim that undue pressure will be put
on a shopkeeper to reveal the real owner of a machine on his premises which was the
subject of a query by police or inspectors. I believe the amendments redress that situation
and still achieve the aim of allowing the seizure of alleged illegal machines.
Mr REYNOLDS (Gisborne)-I thank the Minister for accepting the amendments of
the Opposition, which occurred as a result of consultation when this Bill was between this
House and the other place. That arose from an undertaking given by the Minister that he
would consult with the Opposition on the matter.
This is the fourth in a series of amendments since the Bill was first before the House.
The amendments are savage because the owner of a machine is expected to own up after
the machine has been seized from a particular establishment, rather than requiring the
shopkeeper to disclose the owner's name-and often the shopkeeper does not know.
I seek one undertaking from the Minister. I hope the Minister will undertake to include
in the regulations concerning one particular clause-The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the honourable member for Gisborne that the House
is not in Committee. The Minister has exhausted his right to speak on the amendments
before the House unless it is by leave. Although I am attempting to maintain a level of

2506

ASSEMBLY

13 November 1987

Lotteries Gaming and Betting Bill

quality in the debate I shall not entertain wide-ranging questions on material that has
come from the other place.
The honourable member may not understand the processes of this House, but the House
is not in Committee. This is a meeting of the House and there is some difficulty in what
the honourable member is proposing.
Mr REYNOLDS-I was suggesting to the Minister that there is a pitfall in this
amendment. It is that police or gaming inspectors can seize a machine whether it has the
registration label of the operator or owner on it or not.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member should clarify the amendment to
which he is opposed and I will then advise him of his entitlement to speak. The Minister
moved amendments Nos 1 to 7.
Mr REYNOLDS-I was speaking to amendment No. 4. The machine can be seized
according to that amendment and if the owner does not apply within 28 days for the
return of the machine, the machine is forfeited to the Crown.
The problem is that some of the machines in remote areas are not serviced often. The
owner may go around to his machine locations less frequently than at 28-day intervals
and, if the shopkeeper or the location owner does not tell the machine owner that his
machine has been seized-it could be a perfectly legitimate machine and be seized by an
overzealous policeman or someone who does not quite understand the rules-the owner
may not be able to recover the machine.
I ask the Minister to consider that, where a machine has a valid registration sticker on
it, which makes it readily identifiable and is seized under this provision, the Raffles and
Bingo Permits Board that is charged with the right of administering the Act advise the
owner or the operator that the machine has been seized. That is all I ask the Minister to
take into consideration.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-It is pleasing to see these amendments put forward in
Parliament. It was an interesting exercise agreeing on these amendments in consultation
with the honourable members for Berwick and Gisborne, along with departmental officers
and officers of the Police Force.
The honourable member for Gisborne has zeroed right in on the point that caused so
much concern and, that is, getting to the person who is the culprit in providing gaming
machines at various locations around Victoria. I hope these amendments and now the
Bill, which will become the Act, will be effective in coming to terms with illegal gaming
machines operated in this State so that those who wish to run the risk of being the owners
of such machines are caught and pay the full and proper penalty under the proposed
legislation.
Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-The Bill is vastly improved by the amendments made
in another place, and now in this House. The Minister has realised the opportunity that
he has in government of consulting, from time to time, with police advisers. Perhaps if
that consultation had been more timely, a lot of time in Parliament would have been
saved.
We seem to have achieved, in about 45 minutes around a table, what it was not possible
to achieve in about 3 hours of debate in the House, and that seems a pity. The Minister
ought to give a clear undertaking regarding advice to the board of any numbered machine
that is seized, so as to alert owners to the fact that their machine has been seized, which
will deal particularly with any problems that might arise in remote areas of the State with
a seizure of a machine.
The Bill is put in better perspective and in better order by cutting down on the hours of
police time in court, which the amendment will achieve, and by relieving ordinary citizens
of the need to be fined if they do not give information to police.
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No longer do we have that civil liberties problem that was of concern to myself and
others. The onus of proof has not been reversed so that the ordinary citizens of Victoria
have not been burdened with the requirement of establishing a case, as opposed to proper
police authorities and prosecutors needing to prove their case where it goes to court.
We have cut down on the amount of court work-where the owners of machines are
not prepared to come forward and claim them, but simply allow them to be forfeited after
28 days-with a practical undertaking by the Minister that owners will be notified where
the machines do have numbers on them, through the board, which involves the police
notifying the board that they have seized a numbered machine, and the board notifying
the appropriate person and also noting it in their records so that when it comes to
considering the licence of that person to be a proper person to operate machines, that
matter can be followed up.
We have a means of supporting legitimate operators in the industry and a real and
effective means of ridding some of the illegitimate operators from the industry. In future,
it may be necessary to bring in further amendments; I anticipate that it will be, and I put
the Minister on notice to that effect because we have not finally resolved the issue. Under
the pressure of Parliamentary time limits, it has not been possible to have all of the
necessary consultation. I suggest to the Minister that we reconvene the group that looked
at the Bill with a view of going over a couple of other issues that were not appropriate to
be explored fully, but which ought to be explored with the view of a further amendment
to clearly establish the consequences for the owner of an illegal gambling machine claiming
back the machine and then finding that the court case has established that it is an illegal
machine and he is the owner of it by his own claim. Therefore, certain consequences need
to be established such as penalties for being the owner of an illegal machine after a proper
court case has been proved by the police.
We can make the Bill work and solve the problem that has bedevilled the Minister and
the government for some time. I hope the Minister will see fit to reconvene the group that
met, this time under less pressure, so that suggestions can be made for further amendments
that may further strengthen the Bill.
I thank the Minister for making the police available and I thank the Acting Premier for
intervening to give that assurance. We disturbed the leave of one particular policeman; he
came back from leave to be of assistance to honourable members at that meeting. I thank
him for his work and I thank him for the quickness of his mind and his capacity to talk on
the subject at short notice and with little assistance.
I say gently and kindly to the Minister that that assistance would have been available to
him between June and September of this year, and, had that assistance been used during
that period, the Bill probably would have been introduced in the form now proposed with
the amendments. The amendments are welcomed and it is a matter of some personal
pride that I was able to contribute to it.
The motion was agreed to.

HEALTH (CHILDREN'S SERVICES) BILL
The debate (adjourned from September 16) on the motion ofMr Spyker (Minister for
Consumer Affairs) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-The Bill was first dealt with earlier in this sessional period
by the other House, and its purpose is to regulate the conduct of children's health services
in this State. It is interesting to review where those services have come from over a
considerable period.
The effect of the Bill is to rewrite the regulations that govern the services that we all
know as childminding services and preschools, the educational component of those, and
a range of other services that are offered by the community to young people.
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When one starts to go through the implications of the Bill, one can only be drawn by the
fact that many of the recommendations have some substance and some reason for being
prepared in this way. It follows from a report that was prepared. No doubt there has been
considerable community input into the eventual decision-making process.
The new regulation-making process of this State will mean that many of those services
will come under a different aegis. People who use those services will have a different
expectation. People who operate the services themselves will experience a period of hiatus
as they come to terms with the proposed changes.
In a recent address to the Australian Child Care Association by Mr Alan Moran, who is
the Director of the Business Regulation Review Unit in Canberra, the question of the
impact of the new regulations was raised. During his address, Mr Moran quoted an extract
from an address delivered by the Prime Minister to the Business Council of Australia in
September 1984. In his address, the Prime Minister put tremendous emphasis on the way
his government proposed to reduce the impact of regulations on the community. Mr
Moran quoted the following extract from the Prime Minister's address:
We will examine critically the whole range of business regulation, most importantly with a view to assessing
its contribution to long-term growth performance. We will maintain regulation which, upon careful analysis,
clearly promotes economic efficiency or which is clearly an effective means of achieving more equitable income
distribution.

That is the basis on which Mr Moran made his comments. Mr Moran also said:
The remit given to the BRRU was to review new proposals for business regulations, require, if necessary, the
marshalling of additional information on these proposals and provide advice on them to the government. In
addition eleven areas were nominated by the government as having particular priority. For rather obscure
reasons, elements of child-care were included in this list and when the Victorian government announced a review
of their child-care arrangements the BRRU made a submission; the notions in that submission were drawn from
in subsequent submissions to NSW, Western Australia and the ACT.
The issues in child-care are:
-what regulation should be prescribed?
-who should pay the cost ofthe centres?
-should they be publicly or privately provided?

In view of the announcement made earlier this week about funding arrangements for
preschools in this State, those issues are fairly pertinent. Mr Moran went further to say:
The Victorian paper in fact started from a premise ofa socially determined model of the appropriate regime;
it gave little recognition ofthe rights of parents to decide, in full knowledge of their own resources and preferences,
the nature and standard of child-care appropriate to their families.
The paper listed 102 proposed regulations (many of which covered a considerable number of subsidiary
regulations).
The first seven proposed regulations specified standards which, while reasonable, may well be higher than is
common in many average family home situations. For example, they prescribed qualifications for the staff at a
level much higher than would be held by a great many capable persons. Specifying high levels of qualifications is
likely to rebound particularly harshly on capable staff who are non-English speaking migrants and Aboriginals. It
would therefore deny job opportunities to people with the necessary skills, people who are often excluded from
activities where other skills are needed.
In the case of users, higher qualified staff can demand higher wages which must be factored into the price the
centres charge.

That is a crucial comment, given that there has been a considerable reduction in available
funding for child-care centres. Mr Moran continued:
In the recent exchanges between Dr David Clark and Ms Eva Cox, the former has suggested that the regulatory
push is largely at the behest of the employees. He argues that employees see an opportunity for advancement but
recognise that their remuneration would be considerably less if the matter is left to the normal processes of the
marketplace; hence he suggests that those with the qualifications seek to inveigle the State to make mandatory
their own employment.
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Mr Moran's comments continued in that vein throughout the address. They highlight the
fact that the system we have enjoyed in this State for a considerable period has met most
of the requirements.
There have been cases where the normal expectations of operators have been transgressed
but, by and large, people who have operated the centres have done so at the whim of the
market. They have provided a range of choices and, in doing so, they have had to consider
whether parents wish to make use of the facilities provided.
The Bill provides that no fewer than three separate categories of services will be available.
Although the Opposition has no objection to the way the three services have been
constructed, it hopes those three broad services will address all the issues raised during the
implementation period.
As the impact of funding is brought to bear on children's services, as they will now be
known, many organisations that have traditionally provided such services will be placed
under increasing financial pressure and will have to determine whether they are able to
continue. That applies particularly to preschools.
In recent times many applications and appeals for four-year-old groups next year have
been resolved. I have not heard the government retract from its previous position; it has
made quite clear its policy that every four-year-old in this State will gain access to preschool
services. It is apparent that, because of the present circumstances, many four-year-olds
will be denied access to such services.
In the metropolitan area it is possible for parents to choose some other service to
provide preschooling for four-year-olds. However, in many country areas there is no
alternative. Many country towns do not meet the funding requirement of having 21
preschoolers. As a result, the subsidised preschool experience will not be available to
children in those towns, particularly in view of the reduced level of funding provided by
the State government. It is a tragic situation which the government ought to address with
some haste.
In many instances, the appeals have been heard. There is little doubt that the community
generally and those people who are intimately involved with the conduct of preschool
services are concerned that the future of those services is in jeopardy. Operators are having
to review their fee structure to ensure that they are able to recoup the full cost of the
services they provide and, in some instances, their charges are increasing from
approximately $20 to some $100 a week. That is the magnitude of the impact that the
government's decision will have on preschooling for four-year-olds.
Clearly many parents will not be able for afford preschooling at the rate proposed and
they will deny their children access to preschooling because of this method of meeting
costs.
The sitting was suspended at 6.31 p.m. until 8.5 p.m.
Mr COLEMAN-Mr Alan Moran, the Director of the Business Regulation Review
Unit in Canberra, has been extremely critical of the submission prepared by Community
Services Victoria in relation to a business review conference conducted in Canberra.
In the area I represent the process by which a determination of funded services would
be achieved has been tested. As it stands at the present time, each group of 21 children
registered with a preschool is able to be funded through the government processes. A
number of preschools in my electorate and adjacent to it have made it quite clear that
their services are being curtailed simply because their application, under appeal, has been
refused.
The preschool at Glen Waverley South has had its services reduced from two sessions
to one session. St Paul's preschool has been reduced from two to one; Glen Waverley has
been reduced from two to one; Jordanville North has been reduced from two to one; Nara
has been reduced from two to one; the Jubilee preschool has had its services withdrawn

2510

ASSEMBLY

13 November 1987

Health (Children's Services) Bill

completely; and Mulgrave Park, which is in a growing area, has had its services reduced
from three to two. The one preschool in my electorate which has had an increase in its
services is Pinewood, where the services have been increased from one to two sessions.
So, there has been a significant reduction of services in one area.
One can only assume because of the statements made by Mr Moran in his criticism of
the Victorian submission to the business review conference that the Federal government
has reduced the amount of money available. A number of other preschools in electorates
of honourable members would have suffered the same reduction in services. I understand
that a reduction of 42 preschool teachers is required in order that the funding ambit may
be met.
In the area that I represent, there is a history of late enrollees for preschool services. At
the Glen Waverley preschool, the appeal was based on 38 enrollees. They needed 42 to
receive funding. Any review would show that in each of the years since 1980 enough
students have been enrolled over the Christmas period to ensure that the requirement is
met. This year the preschool's application under appeal has been refused. It is faced with
the dilemma of having one funded program and another sixteen children who are in the
unenviable position of not receiving funding. The preschool must determine whether the
parents are to bear the full cost of preschooling or whether it is to be borne by some other
preschool that is able to accommodate the children.
The same thing applies at Nara, which is in an area where a considerable number of
homes have been bought by the Ministry of Housing. It is an area where house prices have
fallen within the bracket for spot purchase. Many families in the area meet the requirements
of the Ministry of Housing as they are on a limited income. At Nara there were 33 enrollees
booked in for the commencement of the 1988 year, and the same number of enrollees are
available for the 1989 year. That appeal was also refused. It has traditionally been an area
that has taken late enrolments up to the required 42 needed to run two groups. That is the
experience in the area I represent, and I understand it is repeated across the State.
Many parents of four-year-olds who, under the policy of the government would expect
to have access to preschool at a subsidised cost, now find they are exposed to the market
vagaries and will have to pay considerably more to gain access to preschools. Three
categories are proposed in the Bill: class 1 includes long-term day care services; class 2
covers child-care services that provide overnight accommodation; and class 3 covers
occasional care where the child is at the centre for two and a half hours, three days a week.
Clearly confusion will arise as adjustment to the three categories is undertaken. The
Minister is to be congratulated for recognising that there will be additional groups outside
those categories for whom special arrangements will be required.
The Opposition supports the Bill. It is cognisant of the real dilemmas and hopes that as
the Bill is put into place and the full impact is understood amendments will be forthcoming
at an early stage to enable the issues to be addressed.

Mr HANN (Rodney)-The National Party supports the proposed legislation which
amends Part XIA of the Health Act 1958 to provide a legislative base for the development
of a single set of statutory requirements for all preschool situations where children are
away from their parents.
The Bill was introduced following a number of inquiries on child-care, one of which
was controversial. It concerned regulations which were, in the view of the National Party,
too tough.
Ultimately the Minister acknowledged that, and the proposed legislation certainly has
not gone as far as that. My colleague in another place, Mr Hallam, dealt with the Bill in
detail on behalf of the National Party. He clearly defined the reasons why the National
Party supports the proposed legislation, and expressed some concerns.
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Mr SPYKER (Minister for Consumer Affairs)-I thank honourable members for their
contributions. The Minister for Community Services should be congratulated for
introducing the Bill; it was a controversial topic from the beginning. A huge demand for
child-care exists in the community and the Bill demonstrates that child-care places in the
public sector can come together to ensure that proper conditions are set down so that
working parents can be reassured that their children are cared for appropriately.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

ADOPTION (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from September 16) on the motion of Mr Spyker (Minister for
Consumer Affairs) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.

Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-The Bill has also been debated in the Legislative Council.
In the process of solving some of the operational problems arising out of the comprehensive
review of the Adoption Act-a measure that was supported in the other place-some time
ago additional amendments were introduced into this place.
The Bill makes a number of qualifications, none of which are opposed by the Opposition.
The Bill addresses a number of difficulties, one of which was the age of adoptive parents.
The minimum age for adoptive parents must be no more than 40 years for one parent and
47 years for the other.
Agreement has been reached with the community services Ministers in all States about
the acceptance of that guideline. I hope the Bill addresses some of the problems that have
arisen previously when a rigid view was taken on the age of adoptive parents and a number
of potential adoptive parents were excluded because of the interpretation of the age ruling.
A further concern has been the issuing of passports for children. The Adoptive Parents
Association of Victoria Inc. has referred to situations where relinquishing parents have
access orders and the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade has required that not only
should adoptive parents accede to requests for passports, but so should relinquishing
parents in the cases where they have access orders.
On 29 October 1987 the association wrote to my colleague in another place, Mr Knowles,
about the problem and the concerns of adoptive families in access adoptions who require
passports. The letter stated that the association had written to the Department of Foreign
Affairs and Trade. The department replied to the association on 23 September 1987 and
stated:
The factor which has caused problems in the past has been the lack of detail shown on birth certificates relating
to adopted persons. You will be aware that prior to 16 December 1985, when section 79 of the Victorian Adoption
Act 1984 was amended, sixth schedule birth certificates issued to adoptees in Victoria did not show place of birth
and therefore could not be accepted as evidence of birth in Australia. In these instances the applicant was advised
to apply to the Registrar of Births, Deaths and Marriages, 295 Queen Street, Melbourne for an amended certificate
showing place of birth ...
In respect of unmarried minors who have been adopted it will be necessary for them to obtain the consent of
each person who, under a law of the Commonwealth or of a State or Territory, is entitled to custody or
guardianship of or access to the child. This requirement is the same for all unmarried minors who apply for a
passport.

Adoptive parents who wish to apply for passports are constrained by the access order and,
although the Minister has undertaken to rectify the dilemma that has arisen, to this day a
satisfactory response has not been received. I hope the Minister for Consumer Affairs will
keep the matter before the department to ensure that the problem is addressed in the
interests of all parties involved in adoption.
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As I have indicated, the Bill has the support of the Opposition. It addresses some of the
problems arising out of the implementation of the Adoption Act, which was prepared with
a bipartisan approach, and I hope it will rectify those problems.
Mr HANN (Rodney)-The main purpose of the Adoption (Amendment) Bill is to
amend the Adoption Act in relation to the issuing of birth certificates to adoptive parents,
intercountry adoptions and access to information for all parties to adoption. In other
words, it tidies up a number of provisions of the Act as a result of a major review of the
legislation in practice.
One of the major concerns is the long delays people experience in obtaining access to
their records. This is because of the insufficient number of counsellors available for that
purpose. My colleague in another place, the Honourable R. M. Hallam, dealt with the Bill
in more detail. There is no reason why I should go through that detail again at this stage.
The National Party supports the Bill.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time.
The SPEAKER-Order! Is leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading?
Mr SPYKER (Minister for Consumer Affairs)-Leave is refused.
The Bill was committed.
Clauses 1 to 6 were agreed to.
Clause 7
Mr SPYKER (Minister for Consumer Affairs)-I move:
1. Clause 7, line 2, omit all words and expressions on this line and insert the following:
'7. (1) In section 35 (1) (c) of the Principal Act, omit "before an adoption order is made".
(2) After section 74 (3) of the Principal Act, insert-'.

Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-Mr Chairman, I do not know whether you were present in
the House at the conclusion of the second-reading stage, but, if you were, you would be
aware that it appeared that debate on the Bill had finished and that the House would be
proceeding to the remaining stages when the Minister for Consumer Affairs indicated that
he wanted to present some amendments. In the circumstances it would be appropriate for
the Minister to outline the intent of those amendments. I have not been advised by my
party that amendments were anticipated. Honourable members are entitled to an
explanation of what is proposed in the amendment.
Mr SPYKER (Minister for Consumer Affairs)-I shall be happy to do so. The advice I
have received from the Minister for Community Services is that deficiencies in clause 7
had been directed to her attention. The amendment has been drafted to overcome those
deficiencies.
Clause 7 provides that the natural parents of an adopted child may have access to the
original birth certificate of the child. However, section 35 of the principal Act contradicts
that provision, because it allows access only before the adoption order is made. The
amendment will correct that situation by removing the words "before an adoption order
is made" from section 35. The second paragraph of the amendment inserts the provision
contained in clause 7.
The amendment was agreed to, and the clause, as amended, was adopted.
Clause 8
Mr SPYKER (Minister for Consumer Affairs)-1 move:
2. Clause 8, page 8, line 4, omit "Part VI. the Director-General" and insert "an application under Part VI. a
relevant authority".
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3. Clause 8, page 8, line 8, omit "Director-General" and insert "relevant authority".

The amendments were agreed to, and the clause, as amended, was adopted, as were the
remaining clauses.
New clause
Mr SPYKER (Minister for Consumer Affairs)-I move:
Insert the following new clause to follow clause 10:
Information about adopted person.
AA. In section 90 ofthe Principal Act(a)

for "90. Where" substitute "90. (1) Where"; and

(b) in paragraph (a) (ii), after "Director-General" insert "(or any other relevant authority, subject to su~

section (2»"; and
(c)

at the end ofthe section, insert-

··(2) For the purposes of sub-section (1) (a) (ii), ifan application for information referred to in that provision
is an application for information about an adopted person, a relevant authority other than the Director-General
may make a request under that provision to the Registrar for any information which is contained in entries in
the Register of Births, Register of Deaths or Register of Marriages about the natural parents or natural relatives
(within the meaning of section 97) of the adopted person.
(3) The power of a relevant authority to make a request under su~section (2) does not limit the power of the
Director-General to make that same type of request under sub-section (1) (a) (ii).".'.

The new clause was agreed to.
The Bill was reported to the House with amendments, and passed through its remaining
stages.

PROPERTY LAW (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from September 3) on the motion of Mr Mathews (Minister for
the Arts) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr JOHN (Bendigo East)-I make it categorically clear that the Liberal Party
wholeheartedly supports the institution of marriage. The tnstitution of marriage is the best
environment in which to bring up and educate children because it involves a lifelong
commitment of mutual respect and support between two people who love each other.
Having said that, it must be recognised that some people do not wish to be married or
circumstances may prevent them from marrying and they may enter into a de facto
relationship.
Some people enter into a de facto relationship because they regard it as a prelude to
entering into the more permanent state of marriage. The Bill is a substitute for the De
Facto Relationships Bill, which was introduced last year and later withdrawn. This Bill
has more limited scope than the previous Bill. Although the Opposition was totally
opposed to the De Facto Relationships Bill, it is not opposed to this Bill.
The Opposition was opposed to the De Facto Relationships Bill because it sought to
equate de facto relationships with marriage, which the Opposition believed would be a
retrograde step in the law. Parliament should not pass laws that strike against the institution
of marriage-a fundamental institution in our society.
Parliament has a duty to legislate to correct inequities that arise from particular situations
and circumstances.
The original Bill relating to de facto relationships included provisions for the payment
of maintenance to former de facto partners. It included provisions for the regulation, and
enforcement of cohabitation and separation agreements and methods for adjusting property
interests among former de facto partners.
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In some ways, the previous Bill gave greater rights to de facto partners than were
available to partners in marriage. The Opposition was totally opposed to those sorts of
proposals. The Bill is acceptable because it is limited; it concerns itself only with the
adjustment of real estate and not with other types of property.
In order for the court to have jurisdiction, de facto partners must have lived together
for two years unless there were exceptional circumstances. The exceptional circumstances
are set out in clause 3 of the Bill, which includes proposed section 281 (2).
When the court is considering orders for adjustment of property interests regarding
de facto partners, the court must consider three matters. These matters are set out in the
same clause in proposed section 285 (1) (a) (b) and (c). Those three matters concern, firstly,
the financial and non-financial contributions made directly or indirectly by de facto
partners; secondly, the contribution, including any contributIons made in the capacity of
home-maker or parent; and, thirdly, whether there is any written agreement entered into
by the de facto partners.
Although the Bill is small, it provides a substantial number of powers to the court by
proposed section 291. The court can, where all the other matters are satisfied: order the
transfer of real estate; it can order its sale; it can order that any necessary deed or instrument
be executed or that documents of title be produced; it can order the payments of sums of
money; it can appoint or remove trustees; it can order or make injunctions; and it can
make ordt:rs by consent or any other orders or grants in order to do justice.
The Opposition has consulted widely regarding the Bill with the Law Institute of Victoria,
the Victorian Bar Council, the Baptist Union, the Uniting Church, the Endeavour Forum,
Archbishop Penman, Archbishop Little, the Salvation Army, the Australian Family
Association, and Bishop Mulkearns; and all the people who replied either supported the
Bill or did not oppose it.
;

The Bill is more limited than the previous measure. It provides greater opportunity for
the courts to correct inequities and injustices. It allows the courts to right wrongs without
striking at the institution of marriage. The Opposition does not oppose the Bill.
Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS (Leader of the National Party)-The National Party supports
the Property Law (Amendment) Bill. My party has always been somewhat apprehensive
when there has been legislation providing for de facto relationships because the last thing
we want is to encourage that sort of relationship. We place great store on marriage. We
believe a woman, particularly in marriage, should be protected and cared for so far as
property settlements are concerned.
As the honourable member for Bendigo East mentioned earlier, we were most
apprehensive, as apparently was the Liberal Party, about the former Bill but that was not
proceeded with, apparently because the government shared the same apprehensions.
In this instance we are dealing with facts of life. The Bill deals with real property when
people have lived together for two years or more and then separate-for practical purposes,
what happens to the family home. The Bill gives rights to the female in the relationship,
who in many cases in the past, by force of circumstances, was badly treated. It does not
take away the rights of either party as they exist currently. They can go the courts and
argue their cases if there has been a relationship for a period under two years or there are
special circumstances applying.
The Bill gives guidelines to the court and it gives it authority to make a fair decision
about people who have lived together as man and wife. With the Bill we are facin~ up to
the realities of life-we may not like them but they have to be faced. We must gIve the
court jurisdiction to sort out what is often a messy situation.
The National Party supports the proposed legislation. I regret that a Bill of this sort is
necessary but in this day and age it is a fact of life.
The motion was agreed to.
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The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

CRIMES (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from August 20) on the motion of Mr Jolly (Treasurer) for the
second reading of this Bill was resumed.

Mr JOHN (Bendigo East)-The Bill is small but it is important. It deals basically with
interstate and international aspects of criminal law. The need for the provisions contained
in the Bill illustrate the international and interstate nature of crime today.
In an age when communications and transport have developed markedly, the police
and law enforcement agencies need more reciprocal powers to seek out the big guns of the
criminal world, particularly in the drug scene.
The Bill does four things: firstly, it allows search warrants to be issued and executed in
Victoria in relation to offences committed in other States; secondly, it includes provisions
to complement the Commonwealth Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters Bill; thirdly,
it creates a new offence of dishonestly bringing stolen property into Victoria; fourthly, it
expands the offence of unlawful possession of property to include property suspected of
being stolen overseas.
In the past, the lack of reciprocal powers has meant extra cost and delays in the
apprehension of criminals. Often they have been able to use State and international
boundaries to escape the full force of the law.
Honourable members will recall that Parliament last year passed the Crimes (Confiscation
of Profits) Bill to enable the States to act in concert. This increased cooperation is also part
of the increasing trend by Attorneys-General throughout the Commonwealth and the
Federal Attorney-General to get together more often and to take a common approach to
problems confronting law enforcement agencies.
The Opposition welcomes this trend and it supports the thrust of the Bill.

Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-The National Party supports
the Bill. The measure has been introduced as a result of the Stewart and Costigan Royal
Commissions. Those commissions have highlighted the need for new legislation,
particularly complementary legislation between the States and the Commonwealth. The
measure also deals with crimes committed overseas.
This is an administrative measure and will plug a gap; it will enable our Police Force to
pursue the prosecution of criminals who have been involved in crimes committed interstate
or overseas.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time and committed.
Clauses 1 to 3 were agreed to.
Clause 4

Mr MATHEWS (Minister for the Arts)-I move:
Clause 4, line 24, omit "Act" and insert ··Part".

The amendment corrects a syntactical error.
The amendment was agreed to, and the clause, as amended, was adopted, as were the
remaining clauses.
The Bill was reported to the House with an amendment, and passed through its remaining
stages.
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LEGAL PROFESSION PRACTICE (PROFESSIONAL INDEMNITY)
BILL
The debate (adjourned from October 14) on the motion ofMr Mathews (Minister for
the Arts) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr JOHN (Bendigo East)-The Opposition supports the Bill. The measure will amend
the provisions of the solicitors' professional indemnity insurance scheme. For the record,
I declare that I am the holder of a full solicitor's practising certificate.

The legal profession is regulated by the Legal Profession Practice Act, which will be
amended by this Bill. The Law Institute of Victoria represents lawyers in this State who
wish to practise as solicitors. The Victorian Bar Council represents lawyers who wish to
act exclusively as barristers.
Although Victoria has a combined legal profession, in every day practice the two branches
tend to practise privately. The nature of legal work is complex and technical, and legal
advice"and action may involve significant sums of money for chattels of great value.
The solicitor owes a duty of care to the client. All reasonable care must be taken in
giving legal advice or taking legal action on behalf of clients. Where there is a breach of
this duty, or a mistake is made, a professional negligence action may result.
For many years Victorian solicitors could please themselves whether they took out
insurance cover to protect themselves against negligence claims. The virtue of such
insurance was that it would provide protection to the solicitor and the client.
Ultimately the Law Institute of Victoria insisted on a truly satisfactory policy of
professional indemnity being taken out by solicitors before they were issued with certificates
by the institute.
In 1978 the institute commenced a different insurance scheme and used a master policy.
Under that scheme the institute would negotiate a master insurance policy through
independent brokers. Increases in premiums occurred as a result of assessments of claims
made in Australia. In particular, the claims record of the profession's international
accountants have cost the insurance industry dearly. Many worldwide insurance
underwriters have dropped out of the field.
The Law Institute of Victoria was faced with the alternative of requiring significantly
increased premiums to be paid by solicitors in this State, or allowing them either to insure
themselves or to establish a system of self-insurance. The 1985 Act established a new selfinsurance scheme for the profession, and that scheme was introduced in January 1986. Of
the 6157 solicitors in Victoria, 3785 practise on their own account or in partnership; 1985
are employee solicitors; and 387 hold corporate certificates.
I emphasise that the costs of establishing and running a practice are high. Legal fees are
also high. It costs $415 a year for a full practising certificate. The professional indemnity
premium for a solicitor practising in a firm employing others is $2289 a year.
Honourable members may be interested to know the distribution of firms in Victoria.
There are 373 firms in Melbourne; 729 suburban firms; 206 country firms; 89 provincial
firms; and 456 solicitors practise law at home.
The Bill has three main features. Firstly, it validates the professional indemnity insurance
regulations of 1985. It will deem actions that have been taken under those regulations to
be valid.
Secondly, it will provide the Solicitors Liability Committee, with the approval of the
Law Institute of Victoria, with power to set the contributions paid by solicitors; they are
currently set by regulations. Thirdly, it will amend the investment powers of the Solicitors
Liability Committee to allow the committee to invest in a wider range of investments.
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The problems with the proposed legislation occurred following the case of Lewis v Little
in which it was held that the regulations governing the scheme were not validly made. The
Bill is required to ensure; firstly, that all legal practitioners in this State are properly
covered by the scheme and, secondly, that all members of the public are properly protected
and have the confidence to know that their solicitors are properly covered by the scheme
and that they have confidence in their legal advisers and in the legal system in general.
Amendments made in another place will ensure that the passing of the proposed
legislation will not prejudice the victory won through the courts by Mr Little because it
would be a grave injustice if Parliament could retrospectively legislate to alter a court
decision and to take the victory away from that person.
Following these amendments, Mr Little will not have to pay the contributions to the
scheme for the years 1986 and 1987, but henceforth he will be in the same position as any
other practitioner in the State of Victoria.
The Opposition supports the Bill.
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-The National Party supports
the Legal Profession Practice (Professional Indemnity) Bill. It is one more attempt by the
legal profession of Victoria to try to protect the public from dishonesty or carelessness by
solicitors in this State.
I have a full practising certificate in the State of Victoria. I do not practise in effect but
technically I am a practising solicitor and I receive no financial gain from holding that
certificate, but technically I hold a certificate.
My mind goes back 30 years when I was a junior partner in a firm. My partner, a man
known to some honourable members; Percy Feltham who was a member of the Upper
House, was one of the most able solicitors I have ever met, and to him it would have been
a disgrace to be insured in a voluntary scheme in those days. He felt it was a reflection on
practising solicitors if they had to be insured. He always said that if you were any good
and you ran your practice properly, then there was no need for it.
I and the other junior partner at the time did not share his views, but for practical
purposes we had to go along with it. As the years have passed, the firm I was associated
with then, and now in a vague way as a consultant, so-called, insurance is very much to
the fore in the minds of the partners.
Regretfully, a small number of solicitors get themselves into trouble every year and
usually for large sums of money. Often it is a sole solicitor or one solicitor in a firm who
tends to dominate that firm or has control over all investment money. It is a sad state of
affairs and a bad reflection on the profession, one that the profession as a whole does not
deserve. The trouble is normally caused by four or five solicitors each year but, nevertheless,
the public of the State must be protected. This Bill is one more attempt to achieve the best
protection for the clients of solicitors at the least cost.
If I have to give a message to my colleagues on both sides of the House; in the future
each solicitor will pay more for insurance and that will be reflected in the cost of what
solicitors will charge the public. Whether one likes it or not, the public must be protected
and expects to be protected, therefore, someone has to pay the cost to cover the dishonesty
and carelessness ofa small number of people in the profession.
The National Party supports the Bill. In a way, it is a sad piece of proposed legislation,
but a necessary measure.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.
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CHIROPRACTORS AND OSTEOPATHS (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from August 13) on the motion of Mr Fordham (Minister for
Industry, Technology and Resources) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South)-The Bill closes a loophole in the advertising of
the services of both chiropractors and osteopaths. It relates to an advertisement appearing
at page 420 of the Melbourne Yellow Pages that indicates that type of advertising.
After a long debate in the House and elsewhere, the Chiropractors and Osteopaths
Registration Board was formed. That board was charged with the responsibility of making
the professional attitudes and codes of conduct available to those people. I am not aware
of any complaints that have been brought to the attention of the House or to members of
Parliament about the way in which chiropractors and osteopaths have conducted
themselves. When people are not in a professional body controlled by a board they have a
particular attitude toward advertising and it has always been a contentious issue with all
the professions. Most professions, such as lawyers, doctors, chemists and the like, take
great care in setting up codes of conduct relating to advertising.
It is generally conceded that no professional person should advertise his or her
professional services indicating that he or she is better in the presentation of those services
than a like qualified colleague. That is why it was found that the board had the power to
control under the Act, but because some of the chiropractors and osteopaths had the
services of a service company, and were advertising and charging that advertising through
that service company, it was deemed that the board did not have the capacity to prevent
those groups from advertising.
Most professions, including chiropractors, would allow discreet-type advertising that
we have now become accustomed to. It was not so long ago that lawyers and other groups
were not allowed to advertise in any way. I note that there are professional-type
advertisements in most of the daily newspapers and other journals advertising where they
are situated and what type of service that can be obtained. It is obvious that they do not
go to the trouble of suggesting that they are better than other practitioners.
The Australian Chiropractors Association has indicated that it is generally in agreement
with the passage of the proposed legislation, and the Opposition informed the Minister for
Health of that position. The Opposition believes it is in the interest of the public of
Victoria, but more especially members of the chiropractic profession, that the Bill is passed
as soon as possible.
The main objection to the Bill was received from the Diskin Chiropractic Clinic. I met
with one of the clinic's representatives and received a letter from it on 6 August. The letter
was signed by 28 doctors. I note that the Chiropractors and Osteopaths Registration Board
lists 605 chiropractors and 33 osteopaths, so the 28 chiropractors represent less than 5 per
cent of the membership.
The Diskin Chiropractic Clinic believes the Bill is discriminatory and unnecessary until
the question of chiropractic advertising is resolved to the satisfaction of the profession in
general. The letter reads in part:
The Act is aimed to restrict the right of the public to be informed of chiropractic through advertising. In the
case of existing Yellow Pages advertising, such advertisements have been running in the telephone directory for
around 30 years. These advertisements have contributed to the spread of the understanding and the use of
chiropractic as an important part of everyday health care in the community.
In fact, over the years the chiropractic profession has seen the opening up of many professions to advertising
such as for medical practitioners, the legal and accountancy professions and the like, a right which the Act and
existing regulations deny to chiropractors.

The letter goes on to describe the right of freedom of choice and says that the proposed
legislation is aimed at curbing advertising used to inform WorkCare and transport accident
compensation patients. It says that the advertising helps advertise "bulk billing". It
continues:
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A recent survey of chiropractors around Victoria on the question of advertising was conducted by the
Chiropractors and Osteopaths Registration Board.
In June 1987, a board publication indicated that only three formal responses were received and "the majority
of practitioners are content with the status quo". However-to confuse the situation-the publication, signed by
S. J. Williams, Chairman of the Chiropractors and Osteopaths Registration Board, stated "however, informal
feedback received by the registrar would seem to contradict such an assumption."

The board should have the right to impose certain rules on the profession, because after
all, Parliament has allowed the profession to establish a board in its own right and to call
registered practitioners doctors. The board should have the right to exclude such advertising
as it thinks fit from the Melbourne Yellow Pages.
I suggested to the Diskin Chiropractic Clinic that it had the right to contact the 638
members registered with the board, to hold seminars and to put forward a view to the
board which may take the appropriate action on its behalf. I assured the group that the
Minister would consider any amendments recommended by the Chiropractors and
Osteopaths Registration Board.
The board has been constructive since its inception in 1978 and its establishment was a
great step forward for the profession. It has taken its duties very seriously and has asked
for amendments to be made to the Act from time to time.
The Liberal Party supports the proposed legislation. It believes the vast majority of
chiropractors and osteopaths want to maintain a high ethical standard and would frown
on misleading or unethical advertising that may be of some advantage to some groups.
Some groups may seek to use a third party, a corporate structure or a legal structure as is
depicted in the two advertisements that appear on page 420 of the Melbourne Yellow

Pages.

The Opposition supports the proposed legislation.
Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS (Leader of the National Party)-The National Party supports
the Bill, which has been drafted to close a loophole in existing legislation that allows a
small number of chiropractors to advertise their services in a way that is not available to
the vast majority of the profession. The Minister for Health in another place believes that
small group is acting in an unethical manner.
The proposed legislation was introduced in April 1987. It was debated in the Legislative
Council in August 1987 and it is finally being debated in this Chamber in November 1987,
in the last hour or two of the sessional period. That is a reflection on the government. It is
nothing new and has happened with previous governments. One can imagine how cynical
these organisations must feel about the government. They have a piece of proposed
legislation which is important to their profession, which was first moved some seven
months ago, was not debated for another four months in the Legislative Council and was
then debated in the Legislative Assembly some time later. The Bill is not involved and I
know that there is some misgiving in the profession about the proposed legislation, but
nevertheless the government has decided to pursue it.
Yesterday I received a telegram from a person asking if the proposed legislation would
be passed and I said it would go through on Friday afternoon or Friday evening. I told
him that I was as sure as any human being could be because it was on the program. When
proposed legislation is treated in such an off-handed way it makes a mockery of Parliament.
There is no reason why Parliament cannot each week deal with two or three minor Bills
that are initiated in the Upper House during the sessional period.
I have the highest regard for the Acting Premier and Leader of the House because he
does his job with great distinction. I ask the Minister for Transport to take to Cabinet the
matter I raise. Ministers handling Bills should keep an eye on them and ensure that those
Bills are not unduly delayed.
Bills are being passed because they are required by particular professions. If Parliament
fools these professions around for no reason, it is making a mockery of the Westminster
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system and it looks foolish in the eyes of the profession and the public. I have said it
before, but I ask the government not to continue with this nonsense of having Upper
House Bills being treated in this way. The Bills deserve to be treated better and must not
be stacked up.
If we wanted to have a filler, there are far better ways than clearing Upper House Bills
on the Notice Paper. I ask the Minister for Transport to take this matter to Cabinet to
ensure that our performance in Parliament in the future is better than it has been in the
past.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I thank the honourable member for Frankston
South and the Leader of the National Party for taking part in this debate. This is a minor
matter compared with the range of issues Parliament considers. However, for chiropractors
and osteopaths it is important for the proper conduct of that profession. I am pleased that
Parliament has agreed to pass the Bill this sessional period.

The key clauses relate to the proper advertising of services. I am delighted that the
opposition parties have agreed that the existing Act is open to abuse and needs significant
tightenin$ up. The importance of what Parliament says is rarely expressed as well as it is
in the Chlropractors and Osteopaths Act which, as the honourable member for Frankston
South said, has been amended several times since the original Act in 1978.
The original Act had significant problems with grandfather clauses and it was one where
the then Minister of Health, the Honourable Bill Borthwick, accepted an Opposition
private member's Bill to overcome the problems.
The importance of Parliament considering issues adequately was demonstrated by the
fact that the Supreme Court ignored the wishes of Parliament, and certainly of both the
Honourable Bill Borthwick and me, by giving a decision that clearly went against the
thoughts of Parliament.
The Bill ensures that advertising by chiropractors and osteopaths is conducted in an
ethical manner. I would expect that strong demands by the board would ensure that that
occurs.
I am pleased the Bill has the support of all parties. A few minor amendments will be
required in the Committee stage.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time and committed.
Clauses 1 to 4 were agreed to.
Clause 5
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I move:
1. Clause 5, line 14, omit "or" and insert "and".
2. Clause 5, line 15, omit "or" and insert "and".
3. Clause 5, line 18, omit "or" and insert "and".
4. Clause 5, line 20, omit "or" and insert "and".
5. Clause 5, line 21, omit "or" and insert "and".

As honourable members would be aware, the principal Act combines the two titles
"chiropractors and osteopaths". A drafting error was made in the Bill and the phrase
reads, "chiropractors or osteopaths". These five amendments make the definitions
consistent with those in the original Act.
The amendments were agreed to, and the clause, as amended, was adopted, as was the
remaining clause.
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The Bill was reported to the House with amendments, and passed through its remaining
stages.

HEALTH (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from August 13) on the motion of Mr Roper (Minister for
Transport) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South)-As with the previous Bill, this Bill has been
received from the Council. I support the comments made by the Leader of the National
Party during debate on the previous Bill. Since 1985, I have represented this House as the
Opposition spokesman on health matters. My colleague, the honourable member for
Mildura, and I have often battled with health Bills, usually late at night and usually at the
end of a sessional period. In fact, some of our colleagues have become upset with the fact
that we wanted to say a few words on these important issues despite the late sitting hour.
It is important for us to debate these Bills. People often ring our electorate offices and
ask when a specific Bill will be debated. We can tell them only that the Bill is No. 20 or
No. 30 on the Notice Paper and has been there for seven or eight months. We have been
told by these people that the government has said the Bill would pass through the House
the following day, so long as it is not opposed by the Opposition. If the Bill did not pass
before the end of the sessional period, these people tended to think that we had deliberately
obstructed its passage.

I support the Leader of National Party because I also believe it is important for the
people concerned that these Bills pass quickly through Parliament. On three occasions in
the past three years, we have been in this same situation with health Bills.
This Bill will enable local government authorities to delegate to their officers the power
to approve routine applications; it will repeal the treatment of private hospitals as public
buildings because they will be dealt with under Victorian building regulations, and it will
allow new maximum fees to be set by regulation to cover registrations.
It was stated during debate in the Upper House that none of the parties received any
opposition to the Bill from groups involved in local government or the health field.

It would appear that the government is setting maximum fees by regulation, without
the legislation being returned to Parliament. That has not been the practice in previous
health legislation. The Opposition will watch the new procedure with interest. The
commitment of the government has been to raise fees by only 6 per cent.We will watch
and criticise if the increase is more than 6 per cent.
The Opposition has no reason to oppose the Bill. Our only qualification concerns the
setting of fees by regulation without Parliament having any input into the necessity for
such increase. The Opposition does not wish to delay the Bill any longer.
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-The National Party supports
the Health (Amendment) Bill. As has been explained by the honourable member for
Frankston South, it is a procedural Bill. It is simple but very necessary.
Although he did not reply last time, I should like to ask the Minister for Health about
the delay. This is what I call an "April-August-November Bill." It was introduced in
another place in April, debated there in August and on the last sitting day in November is
to be debated here. It is seven months since its first introduction and three months since
it was last debated in another place.
I am not criticising the Minister for Transport, who is at the table, because it is not his
responsibility. It is a responsibility of Cabinet and demonstrates the inefficiency and
incompetence of the government. I do not say that in a hostile way, but it is a sheer lack
of administration.
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I voiced the same concern in the debate on the previous Bill; the same timetable applied
to that. I ask the Minister for Health to give an undertaking to take my concern to Cabinet
and to ensure that this nonsense does not occur in the future.
I know it is policy for the government to never admit a wrong, to never apologise or to
admit a mistake. In good faith I kindly and simply ask the Minister for Health to give ap
undertaking that this nonsense will not occur again.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I thank honourable members for their
participation in what has been a debate about a technical Bill. I understand the sentiments
expressed by the Leader of the National Party. Indeed, sometimes one wonders, with
matters that have been dealt with in an extensive manner by the Upper House, why we do
not simply proceed with debate when the Bills are read in this House. Sometimes there
can be reasons for not doing so and sometimes there are reasons why that may be the most
sensible thing to do.
I shall direct the comments of honourable members to the attention of the Leader of the
House and seek his advice on the matter. I thank honourable members for their cooperation
in passing this technical Bill
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

SISTERS OF MERCY (WODONGA LAND) 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! I have examined this Bill, and am of the opinion that it is a
private Bill.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for the Arts)-By leave, I move:
That this Bill be dealt with as a public Bill and that fees be dispensed with.

The motion was agreed to.
The debate (adjourned from October 7) on the motion ofMr Mathews (Minister for the
Arts) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr HANN (Rodney)-This is a small Bill that relates to land held in trust on behalf of
the Sisters of Mercy in Wodonga. Those trust arrangements have long since been overdue
for change because they go back to the early days when land was set aside for grazing
horses and for cultivation of gardens.
Honourable members would be aware that many convents around Victoria are no
longer used for their original purpose. In this instance land was made available under a
trust arrangement and the land has been held in trust ever since. Legislation was required
to change those arrangements, and that is the purpose of the Bill.
My colleagues in another place who represent the area, the Honourable W. R. Baxter
and the Honourable D. M. Evans, have dealt with the Bill in some detail. The National
Party supports the Bill.
Mr JOHN (Bendigo East)-The Opposition supports the Bill, which makes provision
with respect to trusts in regard to the land at Wodonga held for the benefit of the religious
community residing at St Joseph's Convent. It has the total support of the Opposition and
I know that my friend and colleague, the honourable member for Benambra, would have
had more to say about it.
Mr Mathews-Had he been here!
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Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra)-I am pleased to support the Bill. It enables the Sisters
of Mercy at Wodonga more effectively to use land that was made available to them through
an ancient trust due to the generosity of the Mulqueeney family in Wodonga; many years
ago they made that land available, and created the trust.
I understand the land was originally provided to the Sisters of Mercy for the grazing of
horses used in transportation during the last century. In those days it was necessary to
have grazing paddocks. It is no longer feasible for the Sisters of Mercy to use the land for
its original purpose because motor cars have replaced transportation by horsedrawn
carriages. Obviously it is more appropriate for the Sisters of Mercy to be able to use the
land for the purposes of their present activities.
The Bill, declared to be a public Bill by the generosity of honourable members, enables
the Sisters of Mercy to carry on their good work in the W odonga district, as they have
since the last century.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

FISHERIES (ABALONE) BILL
The debate (adjourned from November 11) on the motion of Mr Fordham (Minister
for Industry, Technology and Resources) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-The Bill implements a number of measures largely designed
to protect the abalone resource along Victoria's coast. It implements a prescribed abalone
docket system for abalone landed by licensed abalone fishermen. It defines three Victorian
zones: the western zone, the eastern zone and the central zone. It alters the abalone licence
provision in respect of the western zone, and creates a declared one-for-one licence rather
than the present two-for-one licence system.
The Bill introduces catch quotas for licensed divers in the western zone. It allows the
Minister, by regulation, to apply the provisions relating to declared licences and catch
quotas for the eastern and central zones. It requires abalone processors to be licensed and
imposes penalties for illegal actions by licensed processors of abalone.
Anyone who knows the abalone industry realises the need for the protection of the
resource for this multimillion dollar export industry. Relatively few people are involved
in it, but it brings to this State substantial export dollars. The Bill introduces measures to
protect the industry from overexploitation.
Over past months, the government has come under severe criticism for its failure to
face up to the need to protect this resource and for not providing adequate resources for
the relevant section of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands that polices
illegal abalone poaching, which has become rife along the coastline of Victoria.
Thriving abalone industries in some other areas of the world have been completely
wiped out by overfishing. It will be a sad day if that ever happens in this State. Policing is
enormously important, and both opposition parties have been criticial of the Minister and
the government for not providing sufficient surveillance along the coastline to come to
grips with the problems of overfishing and poaching.
Recently, the 7.30 Report ran a series of reports on the abalone industry. It was critical
of the government's inactivity in this area and the threat to the resource and the ongoing
export industry. The program criticised the lack of fisheries officers and the fact that boats
were not being used for surveillance because money was not available to pay for the
operation of the boats. That has caused extremely poor morale within that section of the
department.
The officers of the department were informed to, "Keep your mouths shut; don't say
anything". However, the wives of the officers were not going to be gagged by the Minister
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for Conservation, Forests and Lands, and they made it perfectly clear where they stood.
They referred to the low morale among fishermen and the departmental officers. The
wives made it clear to the Minister what they thought of her. It was helpful that the wives
were speaking to a female Minister; perhaps the Minister listened to them after having
gagged her own officers.
The situation has not yet been adequately addressed by the government. The eastern
zone divers based at Mallacoota have set up their own policing of their section of the coast
to ensure that the resources they are fishing most responsibly are protected. It is a credit
to them and their responsible attitude to the resource that they have established their own
policing group to ensure that illegal poaching will not occur in that area and that the
resource they hold so dear is not overfished and does not disappear, as other resources
have around the world.
As I said earlier, the Bill provides a number of measures for protection against overfishing
of the resource and the identification of illegal operations. To that end, it has the support
of the Opposition. The Opposition has some concern about the declaration by Order in
Council of the eastern and central zones, but I am pleased to acknowledge that the
government accepted an amendment moved by the honourable member for Ballarat
Province in the other place, Mr de Fegely. The amendment was accepted, firstly, by the
honourable member for Templestowe Province in the other place, Mr Arnold, who advised
the Minister on this matter, and it was ultimately accepted by the Minister.
The amendment provides that, instead of the eastern and central zones being included
in the measures in the Bill by declaration of the Governor in Council, they will be included
only after consultation and by regulation, which will lay on the table of both Houses of
Parliament and be subject to disallowance by either House.
One of the main concerns expressed initially by the eastern zone and then by the central
zone was that they had virtually no consultation with the Minister and officers of the
department on the Bill. The Minister is condemned for not carrying out the consultation
which is so important if the measure is to be accepted by the industry.
It is clear that the divers of the western zone support the Bill, but the eastern and central
zone divers, particularly the eastern zone divers, are infinitely more happy' now that they
will not have thrust on them by declaration of the Governor in CouncIl the measures
included in the Bill and that it will be done by regulation that will be subject to disallowance
by either House of Parliament. That should guarantee the divers that the measure will not
be thrust on them without proper consultation and general agreement by them.
The Bill, as amended by the Upper House, has general support from the divers in the
three zones. However, there are two areas of concern, and I want the Minister to take note
of them.
During discussions the Opposition had with officers of the department, two matters
were raised. The first was the definition of a declared licence. The objective of the
government is to ensure that Bills are written in plain English and easily understood, yet
the Bill does not contain a definition of a declared licence.
Dr Coghill-It is there.
Mr PLOWMAN-The Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet says that the definition
is in the Bill. The Bill contains the words "declared licence" but it does not define a
declared licence. If one wishes to learn what a declared licence is, one has to follow through
a number of different clauses in the Bill and in the principal Act to ascertain what it means.
I do not think it is the intention of the government to have such a convoluted method
of ascertaining what a declared licence means. I should like the Minister for Conservation,
Forests and Lands in another place to consider moving another amendment to address
that problem and to ensure that everyone understands what a declared licence is. I do not
expect that to be done this evening, but at some other stage.
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The second matter concerns the way the Bill deals with illegal processors of abalone.
The Opposition supports the need to penalise licensed processors who are processing
abalone outside the law. The Bill contains provisions dealing with penalties, definitions
and so on related to the operations of licensed processors but one of the real problems
faced by the abalone industry is the illegal operations of divers, and the backyard processors.
The Bill clearly defines "licensed processor" but does not deal with unlicensed processors.
The Opposition raised this matter with officers of the department who said that they
would address this matter and suggest the Minister in another place introduce amendments
to come to grips with this problem. That step needs to be taken to prevent the overfishing
of the abalone resources and illegal processing and poaching of abalone.
With those two provisos, the Opposition supports the Bill. It is pleased the Minister in
another place had moved some amendments and has accepted those of the Opposition.
The amendments will make the Bill more acceptable to the industry and to Parliament.
Mr J. F. McGRATH (Warmambool)-The National Party adds its support to the Bill.
I shall briefly comment on the western zone of the abalone fishery, which falls largely
within the electorate of Warmambool, which I represent. Following consultation with
divers in the western zone, the proposed legislation was introduced. Although the
government is often criticised for lack of consultation, the proposed legislation indicates
the value of it.
Thirteen of the fourteen divers of the western zone are eager for the Bill to be passed
through Parliament and proclaimed. The western zone has experienced some difficulty
with abalone poachers. Poaching has grown enormously since an accident occurred a few
years ago. A fisheries and wildlife craft was lost in rough seas and two lives were lost. As a
result of that tragedy there has been a lack of resources and funding, and surveillance has
come to a halt.
Each 'week the local paper carries a story about people who have been caught poaching
abalone. The divers often ask how many abalone have been caught. Most 01' the divers I
contacted were based at Port Fairy and honourable members are aware of the facilities
down there. The Port Fairy divers are keen that the provisions that address the problem
of poaching be passed and proclaimed.
The Bill has three main purposes: it seeks to alter the abalone licence transfer provisions
so that the declared abalone licence is transferred on a one-to-one basis; introduces catch
quotas for abalone; and implements a prescribed abalone docket system for all abalone
landed by the holder of an abalone licence.
The western zone is slightly different from the eastern zone, as the honourable member
for Evelyn stated. With the use of a careful management plan, the eastern zone has
introduced its own quota system. It has set up a funding arrangement whereby abalone
licensees pay a certain levy into a fund and with this money the eastern zone has been able
to introduce its own surveillance scheme. That is why at this stage the eastern zone has
asked to be excluded from the provisions of the Bill.
The central zone is not as structured as the eastern zone but it also requested not to be
included in the provisions of the Bill. Therefore, in effect, the Bill deals only with the
western zone. It provides for an industry which has grown enormously, with huge financial
benefits that have resulted from a significant increase in the value of abalone and abalone
licences.
I commend the government for introducing the proposed legislation, which is in the
best interests of a vital industry in western Victoria. Later, as the industry grows in size in
the central and eastern zones, other measures may have to be introduced. I wish the Bill a
speedy passage through Parliament so that it can be proclaimed quickly and used in the
best interests of the abalone fishing industry.
The motion was agreed to.
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The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

INFERTILITY (MEDICAL PROCEDURES) (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from October 14) on the motion of Mr Roper (Minister for
Transport) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South)-The Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of
the National Party have both expressed the view that the House should not be debating
such an important issue at this late hour. It is a daunting task for members of the House
to face, members who are already very tired. The government would have been well
advised to have brought this debate on at some other time.
This Bill proposes amendments to the principal Act which was debated at length in this
House and in the other place, as well as in the community, in 1984.
Because of the skills of Victoria's medical scientists, Melbourne is the leading city in the
world for the treatment of infertility. Widespread public debate is only to be expected
when a city such as Melbourne leads the way in the treatment of infertility. The Monash
Medical Centre and the Royal Womens' Hospital are engaged in research on frozen
embryos and infertility treatments generally. It is only through such research that the
treatment of infertility can be successful.
Following the wide-ranging debate that took place in 1984 it was found that some
250000 women in Australia were infertile. That means that half a million people-I
include husbands-were affected, which represents 10 per cent of the population of this
State. That demonstrates the need for developments in the treatment of infertility.
The work of the committee chaired by Professor Louis WaIler-the In-Vitro Fertilisation
Committee-must be acknowledged. The committee had discussions with many groups
in the community. The Liberal Party also consulted with Professor WaIler's committee,
the Right to Life organisation, Professor Carl Wood, Dr Alan Trounson, Pro-Life, Dr Ian
Johnson, Kevin Andrews, Nicholas Tonti-Fillipini, Friar Harman and the Infertility
Federation as well as many other people and groups. As responsible Parliamentarians, the
Liberal Party has discussed all the important issues that were raised.
In the debate both in this House and in the other place when the original Bill was
introduced each speaker congratulated Professor WaIler and his committee for the work
they had done and for their professionalism and integrity.
The members of the committee were: Professor Louis WaIler, the chairman, who is a
Professor of Law at Monash University and a part-time member of the Law Reform
Commission; Professor Max Charlesworth, who is Professor of Philosophy at Deakin
University; Miss Jan Aitken, who is an infertility counsellor; Mrs Jasna Hay, who is a
mother and a former teacher and business woman; the Reverend Doctor Francis Harman
who is parish priest of the Clifton Hill parish; the Reverend Doctor John Henley who is
the Dean of the Melbourne College of Divinity; Peter Patterson, who is a micro-surgeon
and a private consultant on infertility problems; and Professor Roger Pepperell, who is an
obstetrician and gynaecologist and Chairman of the Department of Obstetrics and
Gynaecology at the Royal Womens' Hospital.
All those who were involved with the WaIler committee were impressed with their
integrity, their academic abilities and the way they went to great lengths to put forward
their points of view which has led to the House debating this Bill tonight.
The government should support the activities of that committee. The committee requires
increased support and the necessary finance to continue its excellent work. Many
implications of the various infertility procedures need to be considered and the committee
must be given the time to carry out its tasks.
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The results of infertility research must be reviewed. The technical expertise that is
required is very high and the cost involved in such a review is considerable. The committee
must ensure that the requirements of the Act are met, especially in regard to the examination
of the various in-vitro fertilisation units in the State. Appropriate forms of reporting invitro fertilisation pregnancies must be developed. Such information must be made available
to Parliament and to the public so that it can be seen that all the provisions in the Bill are
being complied with. The funding the committee now receives is clearly inadequate.
Members of the committee believe a member of the committee, an expert committee,
should be a woman representing women who are infertile. The members of the committee
believe if that is not to be the case it would be somewhat akin to having a committee
consider the rights of Aborigines without having a representative of Aborigines on that
committee.
The other attitude put to the Opposition by the committee was that it believed research
into IVF and other infertility problems was essential to provide the women of this State
with the best possible chance of pregnancy.
Major IVF discoveries have been made in this State by teams from various hospitals
acting of their own volition. It became necessary for Parliament to consider introducing
legislation, as it did in 1984.
Unfortunately, delays are occurring in the application of the Infertility (Medical
Procedures) Act and that is what this Bill is all about. The Act was disadvantaging many
women and their husbands in their desire to produce offspring. In interviews conducted
with groups representing infertile women in this State, the costs of the program were put
to the Opposition as was the emotion and trauma involved with the program. One
sympathises with those people who have a genuine desire to be on the program. The
waiting list can be as high as 3000. Apparently the success rate for suitable couples is
11 per cent and suitable couples represent 6 per cent to 7 per cent of overall IVF
participants.
I understand the clinics that operate in New York have a success rate in the order of 10
or 11 per cent, but that figure is only from couples who are most suitable and are tested to
be suitable to go on the program, rather than from just anyone.
Around the world, approaches to the problems of IVF are varying. Honourable members
are aware of the Warnock Committee in England; it has allowed experimentation on a
foetus up to the age of fourteen days. It has also been reported in newspapers that Europe
is now considering reducing the number of IVF procedures. The concerns compare
somewhat with those expressed around the world some years ago about fluoride. Care
must be taken when scientists combine with medical people and begin initiating procedures.
The Bill is being discussed tonight because of the need for the Waller committee to be
given instruction by legislation. It came to the point where the committee, which was
representing a broad section of the community, had difficulty when approached by the
Monash team of doctors about a procedure involving the microinjection of a male sperm
into a female ovum to produce fertilisation.
The committee found that there did not appear to be a right, under the Act, to go ahead
with this procedure. The committee was then directed by the Minister to review the
situation again, because sections of the Bill had not been proclaimed.
That is probably the greatest shame of the Bill. It was debated at length in 1984 and
honourable members did their best to put forward the views of the community and some
clauses were used as protective clauses, particularly in the area of experimentation.
One should reflect especially on proposed section 6 (5) of the Act, that disallows the use
of developing embryos outside the womb for experimentation. The Attorney-General has
said that that has not been gazetted, and it was shameful that, after both Houses of
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Parliament discussed the matter at length, the government decided in its wisdom that it
would not have this provision gazetted and that has caused the problem.
The committee then approached the Minister and put forward amendments. The
amendments were discussed widely in the community at seminars. Certain groups did not
approve of the amendments passed on 13 October by the Legislative Council. In fact,
many people in the community, particularly the legal profession, argued that there was a
lack of definition in the Bill on the use of the term "syngamy". They also said there was
no definition of "embryo".
After discussion with the Wall er committee, Parliament was informed that the
amendments put forward were not those of the committee but rather came from the
Minister. However, the new Bill, debated in the Legislative Council on 13 October, was
designed and put forward by the Waller committee and had the imprimatur and total
support of that committee on that occasion.
Many honourable members had a feeling of apprehension and conscience on the issue.
In the 1984 debate, many people expressed concern about experimentation and the
desirability in the community to go along with it. Mr Kevin Andrews made the comment
that once one opens the bottle and lets out the genie, one cannot replace the stopper.
Mr Roper-That is not a good analogy.
Mr WEIDEMAN-That was his analogy, not mine, but it certainly makes the point
that one cannot put the scientific research back where one found it. It is a matter of
progressing and bringing the law into line with the progress that has been made. One has
to ask after a Bill is passed, whether Victoria is better off or worse off as a result of it.
Some Victorians would say we were worse off than when we started after the introduction
of the 1984 Bill, but faults can be seen in that argument when one considers that the
government, as horrible as it might sound, was prepared to put into legislation section 6
(5) which would give direction to the issue about which we are talking. Proposed new
section 6 (5) gives the committee some direction in terms of the procedures that will be
coming before it in the future.
It is clear that, having had discussions and having suggested amendments to Parliament
that it expected would be passed, the Waller committee would find great difficulty in
continuing its work in future if those amendments were not passed. The committee did
not say so in terms such as that it would step down and disappear, but it made it clear to
the Opposition that, without direction and without amendments in place, it would find it
impossible to carry out its most difficult task of providing direction and improving the
areas to which the Bill relates.
The committee is quite aware that it will need the government's support in carrying out
its functions. It has certainly said to the Opposition that, once the amendments are in
place, it may be able to work more effectively. It is understood that researchers and people
who work in this area have been honouring a gentlemen's agreement, as section 6 (5) has
not been in operation.
Therefore, one expects that once the proposed new section is put into effect under this
Bill, the committee will have to consider applications for its use in regard to the different
procedures that will be developed.
I should mention that, under the draft amendments, the GIFT program would not have
been able to be carried out. I understand that the Standing Review and Advisory Committee
has given advice to the Minister in that regard. It is that committee's understanding that
the amendment will have to go back to the Upper House to be included in the measure to
provide the capacity for the program to continue.
Both sides of the argument have been put and a need has been established for a
definition of "embryo". For the first time a Bill in this State contains a definition of the
process of fertilisation called syngamy, which means the alignment of the mitotic spindle
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of the chromosomes derived from the pronuclei. Once the sperm has penetrated the ovum,
over a period of 20 to 22 hours, the two cells fuse and the spindle of the chromosomes line
up; and that is known as syngamy.
The Bill allows experimentation to take place up until that stage of development. The
definition of "syngamy" has been included in the Bill, so at least the committee will have
some definition on which to work when considering the stage of development to which
experimentation is allowable.
Many of my Upper House colleagues expressed concern at the experimental procedures
that may be undertaken further down the track. I am sure my colleagues in this place will
also express their concern and conscience in this area. I am sure all honourable members
have some concern about this matter but, as with all issues, there are two sides to this one.
The medical scientists in the community will, no doubt, approach the WaIler committee,
which virtually represents the community in terms of procedures that will need careful
consideration.
With a strong section 6 (5)-particularly the proposed new provision-the procedures
will be able to be considered because the committee will have a basis on which to work in
the best interests of the community. Without it, there could be chaos, particularly within
the scientific community but also in the community at large, because requests from people
for various procedures to be carried out could be met, and there would be no control. It
would open a Pandora's box in the experimentation area.
One wonders why the Minister did not proclaim section 6 (5). It has been suggested that
he did not do so because of the economic effects study that was carried out. In 1984,
perhaps the provision was not necessary in our community; so perhaps it had nothing to
do with cost.
It is obviously the government's intention that, if the House does not pass proposed
new section 6 (5) tonight, it will not proclaim the existing section 6 (5).

One could go on at length and talk about the ethical questions that will arise in the
community. The Liberal Party has examined the Bill and the amendments and, on balance,
it supports the provisions. It has some reservations on some of the amendments, and it
will be anxious to ensure that the government, with its capacity to gazette these provisions,
will do so and that the WaIler committee is given the support it needs so that it can report
back to the government.
This measure is really a world first. The Opposition has information to indicate that the
measure leads the way in this area.
The Liberal Party will support the Bill. However, it has some reservations, as does the
community. As would be expected, the Opposition will observe closely the operation of
the measure and keep in touch with Professor Louis WaIler and his committee to ensure
that the community is protected in the best possible way.
In terms of the action that it authorises, the Bill is small, but it is certainly an extremely
important measure to many people, particularly those involved in the relevant procedures.
This Bill will make unlawful the infertility treatment used by hundreds of Victorians, that
is, gamete intrafallopian transfer. I am sure the Minister for Transport, who is the
representative of the Minister for Health in this place, will move an amendment in
committee to correct that situation.
Mr Roper-A very lengthy amendment!
Mr WEIDEMAN-So as not to delay the debate, and as I know there are something in
the order of fourteen speakers who wish to participate, the debate will now proceed. I do
not know whether members of the government will take the opportunity of debating this
subject. It is one of the most important subjects to come before the House in this session.
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Finally, it is regrettable that the Bill should be presented at this time of night after we
have been sitting until 2 and 3 o'clock for three nights in a row. The debate will possibly
go into the early hours of the morning.
Mr J. F. McGRATH (Warrnambool)-I support some of the comments made by the
honourable member for Frankston South. This is indeed a very important piece of proposed
legislation. It is significant for the future welfare of this State. More importantly, I feel a
little sad that, as the honourable member for Frankston South said, the Bill has been
presented at this late hour of what has been a long session and a hard week. We are faced
with the proposed legislation at this late hour on the last day. Nevertheless, I believe it is
important to take whatever time is needed to make the relevant points.
The National Party is strongly opposed to the proposed legislation. I intend to portray
to the House and my supporting speakers the reason why we oppose the Bill, as we
opposed the Bill on experimentation in the IVF program. I hope to encourage other
honourable members who perhaps have not come to a firm decision to consider the
importance of the Bill. Honourable members will have to make a very important decision
tonight when they vote on the Bill.
Members of the National Party have been consistent in their opposition to the Bill. It is
important to reflect on the purpose of the Act, which is:
... to make provision for the regulation of certain procedures involving human gametes.

The purpose of the Bill is contained in the explanatory memorandum: the expansion of
experimentation.
I guess it gets back to the question, "Where does life begin?" There is absolutely no
doubt in my mind that life begins at fertilisation. If one proceeds from there, any sort of
experimentation from that point is fooling or fiddling-or experimenting, as it is referred
to scientifically in the Bill-with human life. That is the first and basic reason why the
National Party is strongly opposed to the proposed legislation.
Arguments both for and against the Bill have been printed in the public media. To a
large degree the arguments have been clouded by the introduction of references to the
emotional needs of infertile couples. All honourable members will recognise the emotional
needs of infertile couples. Those needs must be put into the context of the success rate of
the IVF program and the uncalculated depth of the trauma involved in the unrealised
expectations of those who join the program and find themselves unfortunately to be part
of that large majority of people who fail to become pregnant.
Many issues related to the IVF program are emotional, but honourable members must
consider very seriously the person who is unable to speak-the unborn child. Honourable
members must remember that we are starting from fertilisation and we are fiddling-as I
said earlier-with human life, and throwing human life away.
When one considers the current Victorian law on abortion, one can see the anomaly
created by the introduction of the proposed legislation. The second-reading speech refers
to syngamy, which occurs about 22 hours or 23 hours after fertilisation. I shall be interested
to hear the Minister for Transport or any member of the government speak during the
debate, or in the future, and explain how the government can justify the current law on
abortion when there is reference in the Bill to 22 hours and 23 hours. One might ask why
the government has drawn 22 hours and 23 hours. Many have said, "You start at 22 or 23
hours and you gradually move it out; it is what they call the foot in the door trick?"
That is what it is really all about. Many people have contacted me and expressed
opposition to the Bill. They have expressed concern that it is a gradual process and that
we are moving slowly down the path where we open it up completely.
The Bill is of great concern to the National Party. We are not prepared to be part of the
process of opening it up completely. Members of the National Party recognise that there
are approximately a quarter of a million infertile couples in Australia, but we believe there
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are many other ways in which the government and legislators can consider doing something
for those people in order to help them fulfil their desire to have a child.
When one considers the issue of abortion and the matter of 22 or 23 hours and the very
sad state of adoption in the State of Victoria, one can see that there is a declining number
of children available for adoption, and it is now virtually impossible for anyone to be
added to an adoption list. The overseas adoption lists are starting to close.
It is sensible, practical and certainly quite moral to consider the abortion aspect in
relation to the number of children required for adoption. The Leader of the Opposition,
who is interjecting, would have to consider that matter seriously in terms of the answer to
his interjection.

If one considers the number of children who are aborted-the number of lives lostand then applies that figure to the number of people who are frustrated by waiting on an
adoption list, one can find an answer to part of the problem if not to all of the problem.
Some of the correspondence I have received indicates the concern that has been expressed.
Honourable members have no doubt received what is best described as an enormous
amount of correspondence from the Right to Life Association. Members of that association
have obviously mounted a large campaign. One of the more recent letters I received from
the president of that association had enclosed with it a clipping from the Age dated 17
October. It is an article which quotes comments made by Professor Max Charlesworth. It
is important to refect on what he has said along with what I said earlier about the gradual
progression and, indeed, the foot in the door trick. The article begins:
The committee advising the State government about infertility and its treatment would like to remove the
criminal sanctions for doctors performing fertilisation procedures not approved by Victoria's IVF law.
The 1984 act provides for penalties of thousands of dollars and up to four years' jail for people carrying out
unauthorised fertilisation procedures.
A member of the Standing Review and Advisory Committee, Professor Max Charlesworth, said yesterday the
committee believed the Act should not contain criminal sanctions, and that professional disciplinary action,
such as deregistration, was preferable.

Obviously he has pointed to what potentially will be the next amendment to the Infertility
(Medical Procedures) Act. It will be interesting to see how long it takes for the amending
Bill to be introduced. The Right to Life Association in Victoria sees the Bill as a demand
for the further weakening of the Act and clearly illustrates the contention that the current
Bill is the first of several designed to totally remove restrictions on the laboratory
manufacture and abuse of live human beings.
It is interesting to examine the views of the various churches in respect of their charter
to the people in their denominations. The Anglican and Catholic churches are probably
the two largest religious organisations by far. The Anglican Archbishop, Dr David Penman,
and the Catholic Archbishop, Sir Frank Little, have formed a united front and strongly
support opposition to the Bill. In a letter dated 26 October 1987, Archbishop Penman
states:
Allow me to restate the Anglican view of IVE In summary, it is that IVF is a medical discovery which we
welcome as fulfilling for infertile couples God's desire for the creation of children.
We have, however, raised, along with others in the community, serious ethical questions about some aspects
ofthe IVF-AID-ET program. We are strongly opposed to any form oflive human embryo experiment for any
purpose. This position was established at the Anglican General National Synod in 1985, and has been endorsed
this week by the Melbourne diocesan Social Responsibilities Committee.

Archbishop Penman wrote to members of Parliament and made statements in the media
so that the community clearly understands the stand of the Anglican Church on this issue.
The Catholic Church, and an active group within that church, the Knights of the Southern
Cross, have made a stand on the issue and have been involved in extensive letter-writing
campaigns as well.
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I have received considerable amounts of correspondence, not only from organised
groups which adopt these issues as part of their life responsibility and undertake extensive
lobbying programs, but also from individuals. I received a letter from a local practising
general practitioner who expressed concern about the Bill and asked me to oppose it. He
made the following interesting points:
Any politician who believes that doctors will adhere to the strict rules imposed by the Act "any research ... would
not be allowed to proceed up to the point where fertilisation of the ova by the sperm is completed" is incredibly
naive. Who would be standing over the doctors in the laboratory, to see that they "kept the rules"?
And if politicians think that doctors who countenance abortion, and all IVF doctors are in that class, could be
relied upon to keep the rules without such supervision, then they are even more naive.

The general practitioner has his own interpretation of the impact of the Act on the
community. He believes it will have an impact on the health and welfare of the people
around him. I have also had contact concerning the Bill with various organisations in
Warrnambool which have expressed concern about the proposed legislation.
Recently I read an interesting article about Jacques Testart who has undertaken research
in the field of reproduction. He has decided to conclude a career which has been "infatuated
with the novelty of science". He also wrote a book entitled The Transparent Egg. The
comments made by this scientist towards the end of the article are relevant to the debate,
and honourable members should contemplate them before voting on the Bill. Professor
Testart speaks about exploitation and points the finger at sinister commercial interests
who are trying to exploit the longing of sterile couples to have children. The article states:
He predicts the creation of an industry for in vitro fertilization and embryo transfer. He says, somewhat
sardonically, that "soon they will be able to give them embryos upon request with sex and other characteristics
guaranteed by our laboratories. With a bit more time and progress, you will be able to choose your children as
you can in a petshop, with the colour, race, constitution, shape of its ears, everything according to your tastes".

This scientist had a long involvement in the field of experimental science. By his own
admission, he was "infatuated" with the subject. He is now looking back at the work in
which he was involved and reviewing his thoughts about it. The article further states:
The growth ofIVF must not hide the principal problem which it poses.

Therein lies the problem. Many experts in the field say that we have not tried to address
the problems as to why couples are infertile; we just accept that they are. Some 250 000
Australians are infertile. What have we done about trying to find out why they are infertile?
The article continues:
Testart reminds his readers; "apart from the ethical problems arising from the separation of procreation and
sex, there is the trivialization of in vitro abortion since there is no choice without exclusion".
The evidence brought forward by Testart in The Transparent Egg undermines all the arguments that highlight
the psychological good of satisfying the longing of a childless couple for babies. He makes no compromises in his
position and opposes even research into homologous IVF ... This position, Testart argues, would only be a sop
thrown to the public, allowing scientists to continue with research which has made him throw up his arms with
horror and shout, Stop!

Those comments come from a man who has been intensely involved in the world of
science and research on similar in-vitro fertilisation programs. They are relevant comments
from someone who understands the implication of the issues.
The National Party has decided that it is in favour of the protection of human life. The
National Party believes life begins at fertilisation and that nobody has a right to interfere
with that life once it has begun.
The National Party makes no apology for that and, as I said at the outset, it has been
strongly opposed to the IVF program and to abortion since they have become major issues
in State Parliament. Although I was not a member of the House when debate on the
original legislation took place in 1984, I have read the speeches and identified a consistent
thread in the stand taken by the National Party on these issues.
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There is no question in my mind that life begins at conception. That opinion is supported
by Professor Marshall, who is Professor of Clinical Neurology at the University of London.
He said:
In that sense the life of the human embryo begins at fertilisation.

Page 45 of the original WaIler report on in-vitro fertilisation states:
The committee appreciates the deep concern of a section of the Victorian community which considers that,
from the moment of fertilisation, an embryo is a human being to be accorded a substantial measure of respect
and rights.

Yet, people are still pressing down the road of expanding the field of experimentation.
Tonight is not only the last night of the spring sessional period; what is more significant is
the fact that the House is debating proposed legislation that is extremely important to a
group of people who cannot speak for themselves. I am talking about the unborn, those
young lives that start from fertilisation, as honourable members have heard from various
quotes I have given tonight from people who are considered experts in the field.
As honourable members work through the debate tonight and come to the point of
making a decision, they must remember that the test is a conscience vote; it is a test of
how serious we are about what we believe in. Tonight will tell whether the conscience vote
does or does not exist in the Victorian Parliament.
In my view there is no point in addressing the House for 10, 20 or 30 minutes without
being prepared to be counted when the division bells ring. Unless we are prepared to vote
according to the way we speak, we can best be described as hypocrites. The churches have
clearly given us the stand we must take. Tonight will be interesting because I intend to
listen intently to the debate and then watch carefully to see how people vote. On several
occasions I have heard honourable members speaking strongly against proposed legislation
and then seen them absconding from the House to avoid voting or sitting mute in their
seats and voting according to party dogma. Tonight will be an interesting test of the
conscience vote in the Victorian Parliament.
I have no doubt that when the vote is taken my National Party colleagues will be
standing firm with me on the side of the House clearly opposed to the proposed legislation.
Mrs RAY (Box Hill)-I shall make a brief statement representing the interests of
infertile couples and infertility groups including PIVOT, Concern for the Infertile, and
IVF Friends. Those organisations have made strong representations to various members
of Parliament and I believe their position deserves to be put on the public record. After
all, the procedures in this Bill are designed to assist those people.
Couples on the IVF program, like couples who are not in the program, want to decide
what happens to their genetic material. That view was clearely expressed in the minority
report of the Senate Select Committee on the Human Embryo Experimentation Bill. I
should like to put on the record the words of Senator Zakharov to the Senate on 8 October
last year.
Our dissenting report recommends that the right to make decisions about the embryo rightly belongs to the
mother or parents of that embryo in consultation with their doctors and/or other members ofthe IVF team. We
say that this is what applies to embryos produced naturally, in vivo, and that there is no need to shift responsibility
elsewhere just because the embryo spent a short time in a Petri dish.

Paragraphs 50 and 51 of the dissenting report deserve to be quoted. Paragraph 50 states:
We further conclude that couples on the IVF program either those who donate gametes that are used to
produce embryos and/or the women into whose uterus the embryos is placed should determine all such other
decisions as to, for example, how many embryos are produced, how many are placed in the uterus at anyone
time, whether and how many of their embryos are frozen, and ifand when such surplus embryos are allowed to
succumb. In all these decisions the couple will have regard to the advice, information and counsel given them by
their doctor and/or team member on the IVF program.

Paragraph 51 gives the reason for that position:
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We come to this conclusion, not only from the arguments put to this point, but also because we believe that
the couple have to live with the consequences of their choices in a way that is very different from how society
lives with those consequences. The couple may have to come to terms with the failure of treatment and
consequent disappointment and grief. Alternatively, the couple may have to come to terms with many failed
pregnancies, or a live but deformed baby. The consequences for the couple are potentially devastating and
certainly immediate. They also have to live with the happiest of outcomes-the live normal baby. That entails
commitment to parenting, to care and cost, both emotional and financial, that rightly appropriates to them the
right to make decisions in the first place.

I hope those sentiments expressed in the minority report of that Senate committee will
more meaningfully enter into the debate in future. That position is beginning to gain
support and was supported by speakers at a seminar in Melbourne on 14 September called
"Embryo experimentation and beyond-What does the future hold for our children?".
Professor Max Charlesworth refers to the controlling role of the couple that the Bill
implies. Couples are, after all, to be informed by their doctors and counselled and must
give consent to any procedure to which the committee requires that consent be given.
That is the principle that Professor Charlesworth calls "responsible donation" by parents.
Unfortunately that is not sufficiently emphasised or explicit in the Bill. The Bill does not,
however, give carte blanche to scientists.
I believe representatives of the consumer groups should be on the standing committee
in future. The standing committee has operated well but it has certainly been deficient at
the level of gender balance and representation of people whom all the procedures are
designed to assist. I remind the House that this Bill is unanimously supported by the
Waller committee. Parliament set up the committee and asked it to act on the community's
behalf. In supporting the Bill honourable members are giving the committee the assistance
it has sought from Parliament.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I make the point from the beginning that
this sort of legislation is always difficult for a Parliament to deal with. Any issue that is
based on morals or the interpretation of morality within our community is a difficult issue
for any Parliament to deal with.
That is why we in our party may vote according to our conscience; no-one should try to
impose his or her view on another individual. Tonight we have heard from the honourable
member for Frankston South, the honourable member for Warrnambool, and we have
just heard from the honourable member for Box Hill.
To some degree their views were all slightly different-they were different in terms of
each person's support or rejection of the Bill-but the fact that there are differences does
not indicate that anyone of the three speakers, nor anyone else who may follow, is
necessarily any less a Christian. It is a matter of each person having a different interpretation
on what is occurring within society today.
Mr Hann-What are you basing your interpretation on?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! The Deputy Leader of the National
Party is out of his place and disorderly, and is being disruptive.
Mr KENNETT -The Bill amends legislation that was passed in 1984 when Parliament
dealt with the overriding issues involved in in-vitro fertilisation. There are many in the
community who share the views expressed by the honourable member for Warmambool
and many who also share the view of the honourable member for Box Hill.
It is easy for one to say that infertility in a couple is an act of God, but in this day and
age, with life becoming more complicated, it is not necessarily that alone. We have heard,
for instance, of the impact of the opening of the ozone layer, to which the honourable
member for Doncaster has referred on many occasions. We do not know what the effect
of pesticides or carbon monoxide will be in a finite sense. The fact that people are infertile
is not necessarily the result of one factor.
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1 find the position of the National Party on the proposed legislation difficult.

Mr McNamara-It is not a party position; it is an individual position.
Mr KENNETT-I say instead, the position of the honourable member for Warrnambool
is difficult for one major reason: the legislation which the Bill amends is already in place.
Through no fault of Parliament, one specific clause, but an important clause, was not
proclaimed by the government-section 6 (5) of the Act.
The fact that the government did not proclaim that section is, in itself, a disgrace. It is
because it did not proclaim that section that this amending Bill is before us. Section 6 (5)
places controls on the IVF program. It was insisted upon by Parliament in 1984 so that
there would be controls, but the government elected not to proclaim that section.
The honourable member for Warrnambool said that he did not support the proposed
legislation, but what he is really saying is that he does not support any controls. It is not
that the proposed legislation is repealing the existing legislation. 1 accept that one may
disagree; many on my side of the House disagreed with the original legislation in 1984.
But given that it is in place and we are not repealing it, surely we should be putting in
place an amendment that restricts experimentation on embryos. Ifwe do not do that there
will be no controls.
For the honourable member for Warrnambool to say that he wants to reject the Bill
because he does not agree with the principles of the Act is not compatible with the original
position on the legislation, even though he was not in the House at the time. 1 do not say
that in a belittling way; 1 respect the view of the honourable member. 1 respect many of
those on my side of the House and some on the Labor side who did not agree with the
legislation in the first place for reasons of conscience.
Given that the Act is in place, for the Bill not to be accepted will allow potentially for
the most grotesque forms of experimentation that one can possibly imagine. The Bill will
place controls over that situation.
1 understand organisations in our society have written to Parliamentarians asking us to
take a certain position and to oppose the Bill, but 1 say to those organisations, as 1 say to
the honourable member for Warrnambool, that, given that the original legislation is in
place and the fact that the Bill does not repeal it, we must each search our souls and ask
whether it would be better to ensure that there are controls on experimentation or not to
do so.

As 1 said earlier, Bills such as this are difficult. However, this Bill is not nearly as difficult
as was the original legislation that was debated in 1984. There were moral arguments but
the legislation, with the support of the majority in this place, was passed.
Now a loophole has been found, although the position has been honoured, because of
the professionalism of the people involved in the system. The government is now prepared
to proclaim the relevant provisions and 1 am prepared to support it, but there is no
guarantee that that will occur given its stance last time when section 6 (5) was not
proclaimed.
1 say to those who intend to exercise their conscience vote-and there will be some who
do-do not overlook the fact that it is an amending Bill. It does not in any way seek to
repeal the original legislation, but it does what many who opposed the original legislation
want, and that is to tighten up and control experimentation.
The honourable member for Warrnambool mentioned the attitude of the churches. 1
respect the attitude of the churches and those church leaders with whom 1 have spoken,
but I find myself in conflict with their views because in my conscience-and I always go
back to the reasons for the original legislation-I believe that 1 do not have the right to
deny other couples children. Why should I deny other couples the joy that I get from my
children?
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The Bill was first introduced in April this year. The Liberal Party moved in another
place that debate be deferred for six months to allow for proper community discussion
and debate, and the Bill was reintroduced in another place on 13 October. Our party
spokesmen, including the honourable member for Frankston South and the shadow
Minister for Health, the Honourable Mark Birrell, and the Honourable Geoff Connard,
one of the representatives of Higinbotham Province in another place, consulted and
consulted again with the churches. There was no difficulty with the Catholic Church at
large, with which there was ongoing discussion-it was supportive and constructive-but
Archbishop Penman, despite the fact that he was written to very early in the piece, did not
reply until 26 October, after the proposed legislation had been discussed in another place
and after the parties had completed their deliberations.
Mr J. F. McGrath-Does that make him wrong?
Mr KENNETT-No, it does not make him wrong.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! The honourable member for
Warrnambool was protected when he made his contribution, and I ask him to allow the
Leader of the Opposition to make his speech.
Mr KENNETT-It does not make Archbishop Penman's view wrong; but it makes it
very difficult for political parties to understand what is the view of the Anglican Church,
if its Archbishop waits until all party deliberations are completed and the Bill is being
debated in the other place before it responds through the Archbishop.
I have the greatest of respect for Archbishop Penman, but I say to the Anglican Church
that it is too late to be moralistic on any proposed legislation if a response has not been
given in time for political parties to make up their minds.
Mr W. D. McGrath-Come off it!
Mr McNamara interjected.
Mr KENNETT-Again, the National Party is gabbling. It is easy to make a joke about
it. I thought the honourable member for Warrnambool wanted to be serious about the
Bill, but if his colleagues, especially the honourable member for Benalla, want to joke
about it, so be it.
The point I make is valid. !fone wants to obtain the view ofa sector of the community
and does everything possible to gain that information, it is inappropriate to receive that
view after several months when the matter has already been discussed with one's colleagues.
All I am saying is, Archbishop Penman did not respond in writing until the Liberal Party
had made its decision and the debate had already commenced in the other place.
The Opposition accepts the new Bill on balance because it will impose new controls on
the IVF program and will restrict experimentation on embyros.
I reiterate, as I have said on many occasions, that the Liberal Party recognises the right
of individuals to exercise a conscience vote. This is a moral issue and no party should
bind its members on issues such as this. I regret that the Labor Party binds its members
on such issues. I am certain that members on the government benches do not agree with
the original concept, but they can accept more readily the amended Bill because it tightens
up procedures.
The Bill has been unanimously supported by the Waller committee. That committee is
highly respected and has had to deal with a difficult problem. The Bill will not attract total
support from the community; but to oppose it would be to leave experimentation almost
totally unregulated. Regardless of an individual's position on the first Bill, I do not believe
any individual in November 1987 would want to see experimentation in the IVF program
totally unregulated. Although honourable and professional people may now be involved
in that program, it is not to say that that will necessarily be the case in the future.
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Given the Labor government's failure to proclaim section 6 (5) of the 1984 Act, I
support the measure toni$h:t because it will control and limit embryo experimentation. As
the debate continues tonIght, I hope honourable members will address the issue clearly
and calmly, and will recognise equally as clearly that the proposed legislation does not
seek to repeal the original Act. All it does is strive to put into place what every member of
this community wants.
In this very special and precious area of new technology, which has not been designed
and developed for profit but for satisfaction and the expression and development of a
relationship between couples and their children, one can honestly see that family life is
important and that this measure seeks only to remove the unfettered experimentation on
embryos.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-Tonight honourable members are once again talking
about what is very much a social issue and an issue that concerns many people. Previous
speakers have said that this Bill is before the House because the government selectively
proclaimed earlier legislation and decided not to proclaim section 6 (5) of the Infertility
(Medical Procedures) Act 1984.
In the first instance, honourable members must come to terms with life itself. I strongly
believe when the male sperm penetrates the ovum that is the point of fertilisation and that
that is when life begins. It does not matter whether one talks about syngamy, 22 hours, 24
hours, 50 hours or a week; it is all the same to me. At the point of fertilisation, life has
begun. Human life does not lie dormant for a period of 20 hours and then, suddenly, take
off and begin. Life is a general and gradual process right from the point of fertilisation.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! The time appointed by Sessional
Orders for me to interrupt business has now arrived.
On the motion ofMr ROPER (Minister for Transport), the sitting was continued.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-Life begins at the point of fertilisation and, to my
mind, that is the start and finish of the argument. The honourable member for
Warmambool and other speakers in this debate have referred to the need for conscience
votes. However, the Premier of Victoria is not in this Chamber tonight for this important
debate.
One reason why he is not present is because, as stated in his news release, he has an
audience with His Holiness Pope John Paul 11 in Rome on 25 November. I wonder
whether the Premier will have the courage to tell the Pope that his government is attempting
to have legislation passed by Parliament to allow experimentation on human embryos. I
dare say the Premier will not have the courage to say that to the Pope.
It was also interesting to hear the speech and the analogies of the Leader of the Opposition.
In his contribution, he attempted to draw a legal interpretation rather than consider the
basic principle.

A legal interpretation that will allow him to exercise his vote in support of the government
rather than a principle that talks about experimentation on human embryos which, in fact,
is experimentation on life.
It is interesting to note whether those honourable members of the Parliament, such as
the two Labor members, currently present in the Chamber, the honourable members for
Monbulk and Clayton, are prepared to exercise their conscience vote in this Chamber
tonight.

There is no room tonight for anyone to not be in the Chamber when the division takes
place. One should not cower outside and say, I shall exercise my conscience by not holding
up my hand when the vote is taken.
That is not what the Honourable Bruce Chamberlain did when he exercised his conscience
vote in the other place two or three weeks ago: at least he had the courage to stay in the
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Chamber to exercise his conscience vote and vote with the National Party. I wonder how
many other honourable members of both parties, Labor and Liberal, will do that!
Mr Ramsay-And your party.
Mr W. D. McGRATH-Our party, indeed; that is a good point from the honourable
member for Balwyn. The National Party will stay in the Chamber tonight and exercise its
vote.
The honourable member for Box Hill spoke about the minority report of the Senate
Select Committee. One can look at a lot of interpretations, one can seek advice from the
medical profession, seek them from the Senate Select Committee or from overseas expertise,
or whatever, but to quote from the Senate Select Committee:
The Senate Select Committee found that the only significant marker event that occurred in the process of
reproduction was fertilisation, not syngamy, and not any other stage of the development of the embryo. That is
clear and unmistakeable.

That was not from the minority report but the main report from that committee.
A letter from Dr Katrina Hudson, a member of the Department of Physiology at the
University of Melbourne, states:
You can find a description of the physiology of fertilisation in standard reference texts used in 1st year
university science and medicine courses and in reports from researchers working in the field.
"Activation" takes place when the sperm membrane fuses with the ovum membrane. At "activation" the cell
begins a series of rapid ordered changes which are not the organisation of an unfertilised ovum.
Genetic engineering of human beings would be possible after activation, as the DNA (or genetic material)
unravels and would be susceptible to splicing and inserting of "desirable" or "experimental" genes.
Note that the DNA has already duplicated for two cells prior to syngamy which is but an arbitrary time during
the development of the embryo.
Far from being a minor concession to scientists the proposed amendment would actually permit experiments
on embryos at their most genetically vulnerable stage of development.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! Would the honourable member
indicate where and when the doctor made such a statement?
Mr W. D. McGRATH-It is a letter that was sent to all members of Parliament. I do
not have the date, but it was early in the year.
We hear about the experiments by scientists, and one has to ask whether we are prepared
to allow living human beings to become the plaything of scientists. To allow the Bill to be
passed tonight is, in my view, what will eventually happen.
On many occasions we have heard the government being sympathetic to minority
groups, yet there are two major bodies that object to the Bill. The honourable member for
Warrnambool identified Archbishop Penman, leader of the Anglican Church in the State,
as stating his opposition to the Bill.
I refer to a letter from the Knights of the Southern Cross dated 6 November 1987, and
addressed to honourable members. I wonder about the analogy of the Leader of the
Opposition that because they sent letters at this stage they were too late responding to the
proposed legislation. Many Acts are proclaimed before people in the community realise
they have been put into effect. Many of them find difficulty and start raising objections at
that time; then it may be too late but it certainly does not make them wrong.
The Knights of the Southern Cross, under the signature of Matt O'Toole, State executive
officer, state:
Dear Honourable Member,
Re: Invitro Fertilisation-The Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act 1984.
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We have received a letter from the Archbishop of Melbourne, Sir Frank Little, K..B.E., D.D., S.T.D., regarding
written representations he has made to the Premier on the subject of the Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act
1984. We heartily endorse the views expressed in the Archbishop's letter.
You will note from the Archbishop's letter that our organisation has been deeply involved in the public debate
on this subject by way of public meetings and the presentation of a petition to State Parliament which carries
over I 5 000 signatures.

There have been 15 000 signatures from the community of Victoria expressing opposition
to the proposed legislation, yet this Parliament is not prepared to take that into
consideration and to go against the wishes of more than 15 000 people who have been
prepared to put their signature in opposition to it. They are only those who have been
contacted on the matter.
In a letter from Sir Frank Little, Archbishop of the Catholic community in Victoria
addressed to Des Duggan, State Chairman of the Knights of the Southern Cross, His Grace
states:
I write to express my gratitude to the Knights of the Southern Cross for arranging your public meeting in late
August on proposed amendments to the Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act 1984.

They were on the job late in August attempting to bring the matter out into the public
arena. The letter continues:
I regret that neither the scientific and legal components of the meeting nor Bishop Pell's concluding address
received the media coverage they merited.

This subject would not be palatable to the media of the State. The letter continues:
You would not be aware that I had made written representations to the Premier on this issue when Parliament
resumed for the spring session. More recently I considered it necessary to renew my approach to him and to
extend it to the leaders of the other political parties. Given your organisation's interest in the matter and the
probability that you would want to make your own submission to the political leaders in the brief time that
appears to be available I present below the terms of this latter communication:
The Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act 1984 expressed concern for couples whose union could not fulfil their
natural desire for children. However, it was careful to link with that a recognition of the community interest in
the protection due to nascent life at all stages. . .
The Infertility Act enabled the Victorian Government to testify to the subsequent Senate Select Committee on
the Human Embryo Experimentation Bill that Victoria 'has already legislated comprehensively' on the subject
matter. What appears to have been left unsaid however was that a crucial section of the comprehensive legislation
had not been proclaimed. That section, 6 (5), was designed to regulate the earliest phase of the generative process
to ensure that it would be initiated for no purpose other than transfer of the resultant entity to the womb.

All honourable members have considerable sympathy and compassion for couples who
cannot bear children through the natural process. If such couples have the opportunity of
participating in an IVF program and it is successful, good luck and God bless them.
The National Party cannot pass this proposed legislation with a clear conscience, because
it is opening the door to experimentation on live human embryos.
I make a plea to all members of this House to express a conscience vote when the bells
are rung and I sincerely hope that vote is in support of no experimentation on live human
embryos.
Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-This is a period of great technological change and no-one
really knows where society is heading, but we all know from whence we came.

I was married in 1960, four years after the introduction of television to Victoria. In
1972 my wife and I were finally able to have children. I am cognisant of the technological
advances that occurred in the period before we had children and I am conscious of the
technological changes that have occurred subsequently. I have sympathy for the intent of
the proposed legislation.
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I had the privilege of being a member of this House from 1976 to 1982, when I was not
re-elected, and I re-entered the House in 1985. During the interim Parliament passed the
Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act 1984.
When this Bill was first debated in the Upper House, copies were circulated widely. All
the contributions to the debate tonight are based on comments and information that
honourable members have received following that debate. On 14 October 1987, this Bill
was introduced into this House, but this Bill is not the same as the Bill on which so much
public comment was made. That is a critical issue.
The Bill that was first introduced into the Upper House approximately six months ago
contained clauses that have been omitted from the current Bill. The clauses were omitted
to take account of the community objections that arose from the circulated Bill.
It is a tragedy that the one Bill on which many honourable members wish to exercise a
moral judgment is being debated on the last day of the sessional period in the dying stages
of this Parliament. The government should bear the full blame for the handling of the Bill.
When the Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act became law there was considerable
community support for section 6. Section 6 (5) had considerable safeguards that allayed
community fears. The Standing Review and Advisory Committee on Infertility, commonly
known as the WaIler committee, had been placed In a situation where it was unable to
establish a view on the intent of section 6 (5), which was never proclaimed. Subsequently,
that committee sought further direction from the government.
The tragedy is that the Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill that was first
circulated is not the same as the Bill that the House is now debating. The Bill contains
provisions that establish the government's intent as enunciated in the Act. The safeguards
incorporated in the Bill address some issues that were a significant dilemma for the WaIler
committee. That provision states:
4. (1) In section 6 ofthe Principal Act, for sub-section (5) substitute"( 5) Where ova are removed from the body of a woman, a person shall not cause or permit fertilisation of any
of those ova to commence outside the body of the woman except(a) for the purposes of the implantation of embryos derived from those ova in the womb ofthat woman or
another woman in a relevant procedure in accordance with this Act; or
(b) for the purposes of a procedure to which section 9A applies that is approved and carried out in
accordance with that section.

That clause defines some parameters for the committee's guidance. The second-reading
debate has not addressed the amendments contained in the Bill, it has addressed the
principle involved in the Act. With hindsight some honourable members may wish they
had changed their votes on this important issue. I know that my predecessor, David Gray,
supported the Bill and I know that the or$anisation that seeks to defend the rights of the
unborn child, the Right to Life AssociatIOn, Victoria, singled out Mr Gray for special
attention. That was not solicited by me and was a decision the organisation made itself. It
is of no use to go over the principles involved in the Act. The second-reading debate
should ensure that what was intended in the Act can proceed with the safeguards that are
necessary to ensure that the people involved in these procedures are given adequate
protection.
Proposed section 9A states:
9A. (1) A procedure to which this section applies is an experimental procedure involving the fertilisation ofa
human ovum from point of sperm penetration prior to but not including the point of syngamy.
(2) A procedure to which this section applies(a) must be approved by the Standing Review and Advisory Committee before it is commenced;

The significance of the Bill is embodied in that proposal. That wide-ranging committee
has been appointed to exercise control over experimental procedures and the proposal
makes that committee fully responsible in that regard. It continues:
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(b) must not be carried out unless-

(i) the ova used in the procedure are the ova ofa married women; and
(ii) the woman and her husband are undergoing, in relation to the carrying out of a fertilisation procedure,
examination or treatment of a kind referred to in section 10, 11, 12 or 13; and
(iii) the woman and her husband have each consented in writing to the use of the woman's ova in a specific
approved experimental procedure;

It is clear that a couple's possession will remain their possession and they will have some
say in its future use or disposal. It continues:
(iv) a medical practitioner by whom or on whose behalfthe procedure is to be carried out is satisfied that the
woman and her husband have received counselling in relation to the procedure, including counselling in relation
to prescribed matters, from an approved counsellor;

The Bill goes on to describe who an approved counsellor shall be and the method in which
the procedure will be applied:
(v) a medical practitioner by whom or on whose behalf the procedure is to be carried out is satisfied that the
carrying out of the procedure is reasonably likely to produce information or establish knowledge indicating
procedures (including fertilisation procedures) that might be carried out for the purpose of enabling a woman
who has undergone examination or treatment of a kind referred to in section 10, 11, 12 or 13 to become pregnant.

That provides a set of clear guidelines to the committee which has the deliberate role of
deciding how this process will continue. This is a significant advancement in the protection
of individuals rights.
By not proclaiming section 6 (5) of the original Act these procedures will continue in a
vacuum. It is clear that the Waller committee has been subjected to the same vacuum
procedure.
It is unable to deliberate because the non-proclamation of the clause has left it without
any legislative support for decision making.
This is the government's Bill and it was the government's decision not to proclaim
section 6 (5) of the original Act. The Bill is an attempt to address that situation.
The Bill is a step towards ensuring that some parameters will be placed around this
process. I do not claim to be medically trained. However, the two children I have had
subsequent to 1972 have provided me with more satisfaction than anything else I have
done in my life. That same satisfaction should be made possible for the most number of
people in the community. If this proposal addresses that issue, I have no problem in
supporting it. For that reason, I shall vote for the Bill.
Mr l\'lcNAMARA (Benalla)-This issue was originally debated in this House in
November 1984. At that time, the National Party expressed enormous concern, especially
about experimental procedures.
The National Party supported the IVF program because of the assistance it gave to
childless couples to conceive. Most of my colleagues in the National Party agree that the
program seems to be moving into the experimentation area rather than addressing the
problem of infertility, which was the whole concept of the IVF program.
I understand and have sympathy with couples who cannot have children. They can be
assisted in a number of ways and the IVF program is one of them. Despite the vast media
pUblicity, the IVF program has not been the booming success that everyone might have
expected it to be. In fact, it has a low success rate, something in the vicinity of 10 per cent.
When one takes into account the funds spent on the program, a 10 per cent success rate is
not a spectacular result. It has been a wonderful opportunity for childless couples to
conceive.
In 1984 the National Party opposed the proposals in section 6 relating to experimentation.
The Bill tonight deals with the effect of non-proclamation of certain sections of the original
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Act. I direct the attention of honourable members to the second-reading speech, which
states:
The purpose of this Bill is to give the Standing Review and Advisory Committee established under the
Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act 1984 the ability to consider and, if appropriate, to approve certain experimental
procedures involving the initiation of the process offertilisation of human ova, or eggs, for research purposes.

It is clear that the purpose of the Bill is to enable a widening of the research procedures
mentioned in the original Act.
The National Party allowed a conscience vote in the party room and, interestingly
enough, all fifteen members of the party were totally opposed to the proposal in the Bill. It
is fair to acknowledge that varying degrees of emphasis were placed on the issue by my
colleagues. However, when the matter was fully discussed, there was total opposition by
all my colleagues. Each one of us feels comfortable about opposing the Bill.
My concerns with the Bill are not only about the widening of the research procedures
but also about the continuing use of non-genetic material to assist couples. I believe
strongly that only the genetic material of the couple involved should be used in an IVF
procedure. I opposed the proposal to widen it further than that when the Bill was dealt
with in 1984. The honourable member for Lowan supported me on that occasion.
Parliament is dealing with an emotive matter, one that goes to the personal consciences
of honourable members. It is outrageous that a Bill exists that legalises the experimentation
on a human embryo. I strongly oppose and urge all members to consider opposing such a
procedure.
There is widespread opposition to the proposal in the community. The two major
church groups oppose it. Archbishop Dr Penman and Archbishop Sir Frank Little have
expressed their opposition to the Bill. It is ridiculous to suggest in the case ofDr Penman
that because his opposition to the Bill was dealt with after the debate had commenced in
another place, his comments were invalid. He has made a statement on behalf of the
Anglican Church in Victoria. The comments made by Dr Penman and Archbishop Little
have been reinforced by our colleagues in Canberra.
If we allow the Bill to go forward as proposed today Victoria will be in a situation that
perhaps we may have thought some years ago could have occurred only in Nazi Germany.
It would be totally dehumanising if the Bill were passed. I urge all honourable members
seriously to assess their positions and to participate not only in the debate but also in the
ensuing division to ensure that the Bill is defeated.
Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster)-I am a member of the Liberal Party and it appears from
what has already been said that my party is the only one to allow a true conscience vote
tonight. I have no right to put my own personal views above those of my party, particularly
members of my party who do not have the luxury of my majority.

The Bill causes me some individual soul-searching. Certainly I respect the views of
committed Christians who quite correctly claim that the embryo is a living soul from the
moment of conception. All the business in the Bill about syngamy does not impress me. It
is an excuse for the scientists to engage in research. Half of all embryos used in IVF
research die naturally. Some scientists claim that their research is necessary to reduce that
death rate.

It is unfortunate that deeply committed Christians comprise a very small proportion of
our population. Parliament should not stop morally ambiguous biomedical advances
solely on religious grounds. I support the ri~hts of church leaders, particularly the Catholic
Archbishop, Sir Frank Little, and the Anglican Archbishop, Dr Penman, who have both
put strong views before society. That is very necessary so that ethical committees can draw
up codes of conduct and regulations to prevent abuse.
My personal position is that no member of Parliament has the right to hide behind his
or her own personal conscience and refuse assistance to those wishing to obey the law.
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Infertile couples have the right to have children and sincere and genuine scientists have a
right to promote the advancement of science, providing that is done within the law.
Parliament is the place where laws have to be decided, and no member of Parliament
can hide behind a ground of conscience in avoiding his or her responsibilities. It is clear
from the Gallup polls that 60 per cent of Victorians believe in the IVF research; on the
other hand, 90 per cent oppose cross-breeding of embryos and 75 per cent oppose the
creation of human embryos solely for scientific and medical research.
The overwhelming majority of Victorians want legislation to stop the sort of horrible
research that has been put to honourable members in constant communications from
sincere and genuine people. I particularly applaud the remarks of the Catholic Auxiliary
Bishop of Melbourne, Bishop George Pell, who said that the church cannot accept quietly
the Cain government's obstruction of the will of the people as expressed in Parliament by
the selective non-proclamation of elements from Bills.
Much trouble has been caused by the non-proclamation of section 6 (5), which would
have stopped many dreadful things that can occur now because there are no laws for
control. I was impressed by the statement of Bishop Pell that laws regarded by Catholics
as immoral are inevitable in our society, which is pluralist, ideologically and religiously.
That is a fine statement by that Catholic bishop. He was correct in enjoining his fellow
Catholics to work within the political system to have the laws changed.
I accept that. I also accept that the Catholic community and members of this House on
both sides who happen to be of the Catholic persuasion probably will think and vote
differently on the Bill, according to their own stand of conscience.
It is interesting that Professor Charlesworth and the Reverend Dr Harmon, who sit on
the WaIler committee, and to the best of my knowledge are of the Catholic persuasion, are
in support of what we are attempting to do tonight because they recognise the great dangers
implicit in the currently uncontrolled state oflVF research.

I strongly support the statement of the Catholic Archbishop of Melbourne; Sir Frank
Little, that we must have a meticulous phrasing of the law to stop bizarre pronuclei
experimentation. How will we do it if we do not have laws passed?
I am reminded that recently in another place we had a visit from Sir Gustav Nossal,
who spoke to a group of honourable members. I asked him about his view on the IVF
research. He replied that scientists must obey the laws of the Parliament. He also said that
he thought there were far more important things for medical research than the IVF
program, but he added that it was very well for him to say that; he could understand
people who did not have children wanting the benefits oflVF research. One of the greatest
scientists in the country was telling us that the laws must be obeyed, putting the obligation
upon members of the House to see that laws are introduced, along with guidelines for
scientists to follow.
I was impressed by a letter I received from a lady who is a member of PIVOT-the
patient support group of the Royal Women's Hospital in-vitro fertilisation programwhich states:
We only ask in this pluralistic society in which we live today that you also respect our views and support our
rights to have the best possible chance to have a family.

That is what I am on about. The Liberal Party believes in the family and the right of
everyone to have a family.
I have also been strongly influenced by the attitude of the English Catholic bishops who
believe scientific advances in infertility treatments are permissible, so long as basic human
beings are not to be used as mere means to the ends of privileged human beings. The
English Catholic Church believes legislation is required to control in-vitro fertilisation
research.
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A joint committee established by the English bishops believe it is only consistent with
the Helsinki Declaration on research involving human subjects, that certain practices are
unacceptable and must be prohibited by legislation.
The Joint Committee on Bioethical Issues and the Social Welfare Commission
established by the Catholic bishops of England and Wales recognise the difficulties created
in a pluralistic society by in-vitro fertilisation research, particularly in conferring the full
status of a human being on a foetus. Unlike the Vatican's doctrinal objection to the
practice, the English Joint Committee on Bioethical Issues has welcomed the
supplementation of natural intercourse in the light of the fundamental importance to
society of marriage and the family.
From reading overseas magazines, it is my understanding that English speaking Catholics
in the United States of America and Great Britain and Dutch Catholics have a more
liberal interpretation of these issues than a number of conservative Catholics, even in our
own country. I respect the Pope; he is an outstanding man. However, he has made it clear
that God is a mystery. He does not pretend to speak for all of us. It is obvious that the
Pope does not purport to speak for all Catholics on IVF. He recognises that we all have
consciences and we must all face our Maker. I belong to a faith that believes there is no
intermediary between the individual and his Maker.
I look to the WaIler committee and similar bodies to determine a clear terminology and
a set of principles of protection for the embryo which do not fluctuate or become subject
to pressure.
When the Bill is passed, the WaIler committee will formulate draft regulations for the
benefit of Parliament which will: recognise that an embryo is a being in the early stage of
life; record the progress of the embryo, as with a born child; control experimental procedures
to ensure that they proceed only along desirable and therapeutic lines; and establish
guidelines for the mixing of sperm and ovum, both inside and outside the womb.
The Bill does not offend my religious conscience. I owe it to the overwhelming majority
of Victorians and the electors of Doncaster to support it.
Mr PERRIN (Bulleen)-I was not a member of this place in 1984 when the original
legislation was passed. I have had to learn the subject from scratch in the past few months,
and I believe I have done that. As a family man with four children, I am conscious of the
fact that my children bring me great joy. I am aware that many people in the community
desire that joy and would not have it without some intervention by the medical profession.
The Bill is not about in-vitro fertilisation, as some honourable members believe. It is
about experimentation on embryos. It is not easy for me to make this speech because I
believe the Bill is wrong in principle and should not be enacted into law. As a Christian, I
believe that life commences from fertilisation; life is a continuous form from fertilisation
until the time of death. Therefore, I believe no experiments should be carried out on
embryos.
I am conscious of the fact that this is a moral issue and that Parliament must decide the
issue. It cannot leave a matter such as this in an unregulated form. Parliament must be
prepared to introduce controls on research on embryos.
I am pleased to be a member of the great Liberal Party. One of the strengths of the party
is that it allows members a conscience vote. That right is exercised only on rare occasions.
I intend to exercise that right with regard to this Bill.
I know some people in the community regard the Bill as a tightening of the Act. The
legislation is not necessary. Early tomorrow morning the government could have in place
legislation that I would applaud. This Bill could be left on the Notice Paper for ever, and
the Governor in Council could meet tomorrow and proclaim section 6 (5), which has
passed through both Houses of Parliament. That section would be accepted by the
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community. The Bill is unnecessary; the government simply needs to proclaim a section
that has already passed through Parliament.
I want to vote against the Bill for three reasons; firstly, my strong Christian belief that
life begins at fertilisation and that we should not allow experimentation on that life;
secondly, I know my views on life commencing at fertilisation are supported by many
theologians, scientists and other Parliaments in this country and overseas; and, thirdly, I
simply do not trust the government. It is a gross political act on the part of the government
that it has not proclaimed section 6 (5) of the Act.
I remind honourable members that a Senate Select Committee was established to
examine experimentation of embryos.
The sitting was suspended at 12 midnight until 12.34 a.m. (Saturday).

Mr PERRIN-Prior to the suspension of the sitting for supper, I referred to a Senate
Select Committee that had been established to inquire into the experimentation on human
embryos. The committee has spoken out against destructive experimentation on embryos.
The report is worthy of consideration.
An information paper was prepared by the Victorian Parliamentary Library, titled,
"In-vitro fertilisation in Victoria: an update". The document was recently released and
page 13 sets out the position of the Catholic Church as at March 1987. It makes it clear
that there must be no non-therapeutic research on embryos. The Vatican produced a paper
titled, Instruction on Respect!or Human Life in its Origin and on the Dignity ofProcreation.
Closer to home, His Grace, the Archbishop of Melbourne, Sir Frank Little, was reported
in an article in the Age of 10 November 1987 as saying that the proposed legislation should
not be proceeded with and that experimentation should not be carried out on human
embryos.
The Advocate of 24 September 1987 carried an interesting article by Bishop Pell who
believed that experimentation should not be carried out on human embryos. Bishop Pell
referred to Dr Erwin Chargaff of Columbia University in the United States of America
who is an expert in this field. He is, also, against experimentation on human embryos.
This evening reference was made to a letter from the Archbishop of Melbourne, the
Most Reverend Dr David Penman. That letter has been criticised for being sent to members
of Parliament after the proposed legislation had passed through the Upper House. The
letter is addressed to members of the Legislative Assembly and not to all members of
Parliament. Obviously, His Grace was aware that the Bill had passed through the Upper
House and he sought to clarify the position of the Anglican Church. He tried to influence
honourable members in this place to change their views on the proposed legislation.
The Reverend Father Tom Daly ofSt Vincent's Bioethics Centre is another distinguished
clergyman who opposed the proposed legislation. The same view is held by members of
the scientific fraternity. Dr Santamaria, the Director of Community Medicine at St Vincent's
Hospital, was reported in the Advocate of 15 October 1987 as being opposed to the
proposed legislation. He voiced his opinion against pre-syngamy experimentation on
embryos.
Another scientist, Dr Nicholas Tonti-Filippini, was reported in the St Vincent's Bioethics
Centre Newsletter expressing his concern about allowing pre-syngamy experimentation.
He also opposes the proposed legislation.
Dr Katrina Hudson of the Department of Physiology of the University of Melbourne,
is against experimentation on embryos. The same view is held by a leading scientist, Dr
Bede Morris of the Australian National University. His views against the proposed
legislation were reported in the Age of 4 May 1987. Dr Philomena Joshua, Secretary of the
World Federation of Doctors Who Represent Human Life, stated that she wanted the
proposed legislation rejected.
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I have a transcript taken from a tape recording of a recent bioethics conference held at
St Vincent's Hospital. The paper was given by Dr Bartels. I recommend the transcript to
any honourable member who wishes to understand the proposed legislation. I am happy
to make it available to honourable members.
Without any doubt I have sympathy for infertile married couples who are unable to
have children. Any possible medical or scientific help must be given to them to aid them
in becoming parents. The qualification is that it must not be at the expense of allowing
experimentation on human embryos.
The Bill should be rejected and I intend to vote against it because my conscience says I
should. I believe life begins at fertilisation because there is a mass of evidence from experts
to whom we should listen and who have the same view as me.
More importantly, the fact that section 6 (5) has never been proclaimed is why we
should not trust the government and why the legislation is not necessary. If that section of
the Act had been proclaimed, I would support the Bill.
I ani pleased to be a member of a party that gives me a conscience vote. That makes it a
strong party in the eyes of the people.
The Bill opens a door that should never be opened because, once it has been opened,
people in the community will want to open it further and further. My conscience says I
cannot be passive about this issue; I must actively oppose the Bill.
Ms SIBREE (Kew)-I support the Bill. I do so as a matter of conscience because those
of us who can exercise a conscience vote do so in the full scope of human thought and
intellectual endeavour; and in conscience, I believe I should support the Bill.
I am supported in that position from a number of points of view. In-vitro fertilisation
is an experimental procedure; it was from the very beginning. If experimentation had been
banned completely, IVF would never have got off the ground.
Our whole human endeavour in society and particularly in science is based on some
experiment, some unknown future outcome of what we will do. Without some idea of
experimentation, research and inquiry, we would never have had IVF and the positive
results it has brought about in our society.
I am also entitled to support the Bill because the WaIler committee, in its entirety,
recommended that we needed to have some tightening up and changes to make the IVF
program in this area workable.
Any honourable member who is concerned about their conscience based on a religious
belief-and we have consciences based on a lot of things; religion is not the only thing that
gives us a conscience-should take comfort and take heart and take note of the careful
delibertions of Father Harman on the WaIler committee who, in spite of his well-known
religious beliefs, came out with a viewpoint that as a member of that committee and in
that capacity could agree to the sort of amendments now before the House. He saw them
as being protective.
I do not really know when life begins. I do not pretend to define that. I am a human
being; I do not pretend that I am God or anybody else who can see into these matters.
Ultimately, the parents involved in the program have to be the final bearer of conscience
on the decision making regarding their own potential children in these programs.
I take heart in the fact that the Bill follows closely, in fact precisely, on what the Waller
committee recommended we should be doing. I also direct attention to those in the House
who have concern about conscience. They are valid and proper concerns and we ought to
respect them. However, when the Infertility (Medical Procedures) Bill was being debated
back in 1984, the honourable member for Benambra, who is a man of great conscience,
carefully and deliberately looked at the dilemma faced about experimentation, and it is
worth reading a few of his words put on record at that time. He said:
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Embryo experimentation has caused much heartache to many people. The Opposition was determined to
ensure that the law had constraints because the Liberal Party was not prepared to accept embryo experimentation
without controls, for reasons obvious to all ...
The Opposition wanted the parameters for experimentation spelt out in the proposed legislation. However,
there is a problem with drafting the words. If one says "There will be no experimentation at all", problems will
arise with microscopic examinations ...

In the three years since then there has been a whole range of new knowledge gained in the
IVF program, which is absolutely vital to the outcome of viable pregnancies from this
program and the knowledge that has made it possible for a greater number of viable
pregnancies. The honourable member for Benambra at that time had the foresight to see
that we could not precisely define things down to the nth degree in terms of what exactly
would happen and the WaIler committee has grappled with that problem on our behalf.
It is not an ideal situation. I do not think anybody would say it is an ideal situation; but
in terms of a pluralistic multicultural nation of people with a variety of religions and a
variety of bases for beliefs, the committee has come up with a viable, sensible and sensitive
way of ensuring that experimentation is not abused in society. That is the bottom line.
I also commend to the House the thoughts of the honourable member for Box Hill, and
I share those thoughts. We have to be mindful that we are talking about control over other
people's lives; control over the lives of two infertile people who wish to have a child. If
anybody is to be sensible, caring and careful about that future child, it would be that
couple who wanted a child. Surely they must have that potential child's best interests at
heart. It is a chance for a healthy child to enter that family.
I hope that as we get to know more about this program, as it becomes more acceptable,
and as we overcome the fears of new technology, Parliament and society will hand over
that responsibility more and more and say, "We do trust you". There is no need for us to
be scared or fearful-that is the important thing.
The Bill reflects the real dilemma of the lawmakers and of science in society. As a
trained lawyer, I am well aware that law tends to follow society. We are always a few steps
behind because we do not really want to lead society; society must lead its own way in
many matters.
The same thing concerns law and science. It is difficult to keep law and science hand in
hand, step in step; but, in the Bill, we are probably coming close to keeping law and science
and society very much hand in hand in a common endeavour to improve the human lot
in society.
Therefore, I support the Bill as a matter of conscience because it sorts out a problem
that needs to be sorted out, and I am more than happy to support it.
Mr HANN (Rodney)-As my colleagues in the National Party have already pointed
out, the National Party is strongly opposed to the Bill. In proposing to amend the legislation
to introduce this concept of syngamy, Parliament is attempting to determine when life
begins. There is no doubt in the minds of individual members of the National Party as to
when life begins. For the benefit of the honourable member for Springvale, life begins at
fertilisa tion.
Dr Vaughan-When does fertilisation begin?
Mr HANN-For the benefit of the honourable member for Clayton, fertilisation
commences when the sperm enters the egg; there is no doubt about that; it is indisputable
and yet Parliament and the ethically and morally bereft government is making an arbitrary
decision that life begins 22 hours after that stage!
I put it to this House that the government is anxious to pass the Bill because it has a
financial interest in the in-vitro fertilisation program through the Monash University and
IVF Australia Pty Ltd, and because this technique is being sold to the United States of
America and other overseas countries to generate funds for universities.
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The proponents of this proposed legislation, Professor Carl Wood, and particularly Or
Alan Trounson, are both actively involved in that Monash University program.
It is interesting to read from an article in the Monash Reporter of May 1987 a report
about both Professor Carl Wood and, more particularly, Professor Ray Martin, addressing
a conference on the IVF program. Professor Martin is quoted as saying that the marketing
of the IVF technology was in line with the pressures from the Federal government for
universities to seek outside sources for some of their funding.

As a member of the Monash University Council, I am well aware of the anxious desire
of that council to generate hundreds of thousands of dollars that they believe are available
by marketing this technique overseas. However, they have run into difficulty with their
desire to continue experimentation on embryos.
In the previous debate on the legislation in 1984, I advised this House that, in the
discussions that members of the Parliamentary National Party had with Professor Carl
Wood ,and Or Trounson-members of the Liberal Party were also present-Professor
Wood and Or Trounson put the view that governments and Parliaments have no right to
interfere with what scientists want to do. Their argument was that if the scientists can
carry out a particular experiment or technique, it ought to be permissible.
The National Party put the contrary point of view to them: that Parliaments, representing
the people, have an ethical and moral responsibility to uphold what they believe is the law
of the land. Furthermore, we also pointed out that there was a public view because literally
millions of dollars of public funds go to finance the IVF program.
Members of the National Party have supported the IVF program as such, although two
of my colleagues had reservations in the past and voted against the donation of embryos.
However, National Party members have supported the concept of IVF because we
acknowledge that there are childless couples who can be assisted through this technique.
However, we have consistently opposed any research or experimentation on embryos.
We did so in 1984; and we moved amendments to clause 6 of the Bill at the time. Of
course, we voted on our own, with the Liberal and Labor parties voting together. The
government failed to proclaim section 6 (5) of that Act and has now introduced this Bill.
Sadly, the Liberal Party has determined to support the measure. If it had been prepared
to oppose the Bill, honourable members would not be here, in these very early hours of
the morning and at this stage of the Parliamentary sessional period, debating this vitally
important measure, because it would have been possible to defeat the Bill in the Legislative
Council.
The Liberal Party obviously faces the problem, which I believe was expounded here a
few minutes ago by the honourable member for Kew, who said she could not determine
in her mind when life begins. The honourable member for Bulleen made a very positive
contribution to the debate, and I congratulate him on it, particularly on the witness that
he made to his Christian faith. He said that, for that reason, he believes life begins at
fertilisation.
I say to the honourable member for Kew and other honourable members, particularly
those many who do have a strong Christian conviction-and it is a Christian Parliament
because we commence each day of the sittings with the Lord's Prayer-that the Bible,
which we say is the word of God, in many instances spells out and defines clearly where
life begins. For example, I refer honourable members to Jeremiah, Chapter 1, Verse 5,
which contains the reference, "I knew you in the womb". Psalm 139 contains the same
quote. In the book of Isaiah, one finds the quote, "I have your name written on the palm
of my hand".
Mr Remington inteIjected.
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Mr HANN-If the honourable member for Melbourne is an agnostic, I pray for him.
The interesting thing about the Bible is that it contains some 6000 prophecies and, so far,
3000 have come to fruition. Can any member of the Labor Party beat that?
The point I make is that we live in a society that has moved away from old values. We
live in a society that believes-particularly when one considers the many members of the
Labor Party, like the honourable member for Melbourne-that life is centred around man.
The honourable member for Melbourne makes the point that he is an agnostic.
Mr Remington interjected.
Mr HANN-It is the honourable member's philosophy that everything centres around
man. Sadly, he believes in that philosophy. I believe it is a very limited philosophy. It is
based on the concept of humanism: that the State is sovereign; that there is not a God;
and that whatever the State determines should be the will for the people of the land.
Dr VAUGHAN (Clayton)-On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I direct your attention to
the fact that the Deputy Leader of the National Party is straying quite some distance from
the Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill. In the interests of the debate, I ask
you, Sir, to direct him back to the Bill.
Mr RAMSAY (Balwyn)-On the point of order, Mr Speaker, on a matter as sensitive,
important and fundamental as the issue we are discussing tonight, I believe it is an
improper point that the honourable member for Clayton has raised. If an honourable
member has strong convictions about these sorts of matters, he should be entitled under
these circumstances to discuss them as fully as he wishes. I ask you, Sir, to protect the
rights of the honourable member concerned.
The SPEAKER-Order! I uphold the point of order. I have allowed the Deputy Leader
of the National Party to support his arguments by the use of the Bible, and he has done so
in the House before. However, I do not intend to allow him to take the area on which he
has settled to be the basis of his argument. I want him to come back to the Bill.
Mr HANN (Rodney)-I take it, Mr Speaker, that you are suggesting that I am not
supposed to use the Bible as the basis for my argument.
The SPEAKER-Order! I am not saying that.
Mr HANN-Are you not?
The SPEAKER-Order! I shall clarify the matter.
Mr HANN-I would appreciate it if you would.
The SPEAKER-Order! I shall be pleased to clarify the matter. I said the honourable
member has used the Bible before in argument in the House. Whether rightly or wrongly
is yet to be judged. The honourable member has again used the Bible today in his
contribution to the debate on this Bill.
I have said that I believe that is straying from the subject matter before the House. I
have allowed him, without interruption to date, to continue in that fashion.
Now that a point of order has been raised, I am upholding that point of order, and I ask
the honourable member to return to the Bill before the House.
Mr HANN-Thank you, Mr Speaker. I am well aware that the matters I have been
raising are pricking at the conscience of the honourable member for Clayton and those of
his colleagues in the Labor Party, because the reality is that they are escaping the whole
issue.
What I am really saying to ~overnment members and those members of the Liberal
Party who are supporting the BIll is that, by determining that, in their opinion, life be~ns
22 hours after the point of fertilisation, they are effectively giving the scientists the abIlity
to destroy human life.
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What the scientists are proposing under the Bill is experimentation-and they openly
admit this-with up to something like 40 embryos. They acknowledge that once those
embryos have been experimented with they will have to be destroyed. The technique
employed is that the sperm from males who have a low sperm count is injected into the
female egg. The admission made by the scientists and by the government is that embryos
will have to be destroyed once that experimentation takes place.
Members of the government who have strong Christian convictions-and I know a
number of them do-must bear in mind that as individuals we must consider whether we
have the right to allow scientists to destroy human life, or potential human life. My
colleagues in the National Party and I argue that we do not. Parliament does not have the
right to allow scientists to experiment for their own personal gain.
Members of the National Party acknowledge there are concerns among couples who are
childless and anxious to have children. We do not believe the way that problem is solved
is by allowing scientists the latitude and opportunity to experiment on human life. My
colleagl;le, the honourable member for Warrnambool, made the point that it is the thin
edge of the wedge because it is a conditioning process, if you like, by the scientists. Once
this measure is passed, on the next occasion they will be wanting more freedom-they will
be wanting to go to the fourteen-day period.
The scientists have been arguing and using the emotion of childless couples to support
their campaign for experimentation. They will mount a similar campaign and, down the
track, we shall see the examples I have quoted. I refer again to an article in the Monash
Reporter, which states:
The detection of genetically-detennined diseases in embryos was possible, he said, and this would make the
goal of the selection ofa healthy embryo achievable.

That is a quote from a speech made by Dr Alan Trounson.
Once again, the scientists will have the ability to determine which embryo they will keep
and which one they will destroy. Scientists do not have that right as human beings. That
is the right of a higher power. Parliament should not be legislating on this matter.
I am gravely concerned that honourable members are failing to address the question of
our responsibility as legislators. We are attempting to escape from the basis of our law. I
have on previous occasions traced the basis of our law and pointed out that our system
goes back to biblical law. Nobody on the government side can deny that. The government
wants to rely on the philosophy that the State is sovereign and so we can determine this
matter.
It saddens members of the National Party to see the failure of the government to
recognise the tragedy of what we are doing through the proposed legislation. It saddens me
because I am aware that there are honourable members on the government side who
should perhaps have studied the issue more carefully rather than allowing themselves to
be locked into the government decision. That decision is based on the financial
consideration, as I have said. The consideration is that if the IVF-Australia Pty Ltd
program is marketed overseas there will be hundreds of thousands of dollars generated for
Monash University. I suppose that reduces the overall budget for and the cost of
universities.

IVF-Australia Pty Ltd has run into problems already because of the difficulties it is
facing in getting insurance to cover the costs of potential civil cases against it, in case a
child is born with some sort of deformity as a result of the IVF program.
The National Party maintains that human life begins at the point of fertilisation and
that it is absolutely sacrosanct. There is no question that life begins from that point. For
that reason, the National Party is opposed to the Bill and I urge all members of this House
to reject the Bill.
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Dr V AUGHAN (Clayton)-I am disappointed to observe the intolerance and abuse
which has been in small part a feature of the debate. A little more tolerance would have
added at least some dignity to the occasion.

There appears to be a limited understanding among honourable members of the content
of the Act passed in this House in 1984. I have every sympathy for that lack of understanding
of the Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act because the issues raised and debated are of
great complexity. No-one would dispute that.
The advice members of this House have received on those issues has been extremely
confusing. The scientific issues are quite novel. Honourable members would have added
to their political lexicon in the past few weeks. Words have been used in the debate which
have not been used previously in the House. Certainly I have heard words used with which
I was not familiar.
I came to this House with a scientific background but I find the scientific issues raised
in the debate difficult to grapple with. I am prepared to admit that.
The philosophical issues raised by the Bill are quite profound. I have difficulty grappling
with those, and I admit that, too.
The theological advice I have sought has not provided me with a clear direction. I find
the theological advice quite confusing. I refer to the most recent Vatican document relating
to the subject matter of the Bill. It comes from the Congre~ation for the Doctrine of the
Faith. It is dated 1987 and headed Instruction on Respect Jar Human Life in its Origins
and on the Dignity ofProcreation and replies, to certain questions of the day.
In the first chapter of the document, entitled "Respect for human embryos", there is
advice given which is relevant to the debate, but whether the advice would lead one to
support the Bill or oppose it I am not sure. I remain confused. It is not an easy debate to
enter into. The matter is not an easy matter on which to legislate.
This Parliament has in the past couple of decades grappled with the issue of "When
does life end?" Honourable members have grappled with that issue more successfully than
we are grappling with the issue of, "When does life begin?"
The Victorian Parliament wrote itself into the history books when it attempted to
grapple with the issue of "When does life end?" The human tissue transplant issue which
was debated approximately a decade ago was a profound piece of legislation. It was a
pacesetting piece of legislation which gave direction to many other legislators around the
world.
This House has had the courage to grapple with the issues arising from questions such
as "When does life begin?" Honourable members entering this debate have said that life
begins at fertilisation, but as someone who has tried to grapple with the scientific issues
this Bill raises, I do not find that helpful. It is a circular question. I am unable to answer to
my satisfaction the question, "When does fertilisation commence; is fertilisation a single
act or a process?"
The language of the debate is confusing; the arguments are confusing; the Infertility
(Medical Procedures) Act 1984 is certainly confusing. I recall saying in 1984 during the
debate on the second reading of the Bill that the Bill before the House was imperfect and
contradictory. I certainly support that position today.
Despite the fact that it was imperfect and contradictory, I still regard the Bill that was
passed in 1984 as worthy of my support. With the passage of time, I thought the Act was
less deserving of my support, but, on balance, three years after the event, I would still be
prepared to support the Bill as it was presented to the House three years ago.
The Bill presented to the House tonight is also an imperfect instrument to repair another
imperfect instrument. I suppose it one considers the Bill, it probably contains
contradictions, although I have not found those yet. That does not mean they do not exist.
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My consideration of the Bill was assisted earlier in the week by a long argument with a
member of the Standing Review and Advisory Committee on Infertility, Dr Max
Charlesworth. I spent a stimulating morning arguing, in the company of the honourable
member for Greensborough, the philosophical issues that arise in this debate. In the course
of that long argument I hope that Dr Max Charlesworth learned something from the
honourable member for Greensborough and me; I am sure we learned something from
him. I think we each had something to tell the other.
While the 1984 Act established the Standing Review and Advisory Committee on
Infertility, is that necessarily the ideal creature for considering many of the issues that
arise from the practice of in-vitro fertilisation, be it the use of it to treat infertility or the
research issues that arise along the way? I wonder about that, and I think there may be
other options. It is worthwhile for Parliament and the Victorian government to consider
those options when it next chooses to amend the Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act, as
it no doubt will with the passage of time.
This Parliament has seen complex issues from which arise disturbing ethical, moral,
legal, and philosophical questions. I have seen these issues evolved in an excellent way
through the use of the Parliamentary committee system. Only recently honourable members
witnessed the joint Parliamentary Social Development Committee handle very sensitive,
complex issues in its inquiry into options for dying with dignity.
The Parliamentary committee system may have something to offer Parliament in further
consideration of the complex issues that arise from the in-vitro fertilisation program. I
hope that is a matter that receives consideration between now and the next time the
government might be moved to introduce a Bill to amend the 1984 Act.
The fact that the debate tonight has in part been characterised by intolerance, abuse and
party political point scoring is a reason for addressing some of the issues that arise from
the in-vitro fertilisation debate outside the forum of the House, at least in the first instance.
I strongly believe there is an argument for a joint Parliamentary committee to consider
amendments to a Bill like this on a future occasion. It will have a number of functions. It
will inform members of Parliament better than I consider the Standing Review and
Advisory Committee on Infertility has done to this point. I have personally not read the
annual reports of that committee, which were required by the 1984 Act, but I look forward
to doing so. I hope they are a regular feature in the future.
Tonight the House has heard some excellent contributions to the debate. I congratulate
a number of honourable members. I thought the honourable member for Warrnambool
made a reasonable job of presenting the arguments in support of his party's position. I
compliment him on the moderation of his contribution. I respect the sincerity with which
he put his case. I respect the contribution he made. I hope that does not embarrass him.
I also compliment my friend, the honourable member for Doncaster, who always can
be relied upon to make a thoughtful, interesting, stimulating contribution to an issue. He
did so again tonight and he deserves the commendation and respect of the House for that.
I also compliment the honourable member for Box Hill for her considered and thoughtful
comments that were endorsed by the honourable member for Kew in an outstanding
contribution to the debate.
On that note I support the amendment to the Act, and wish the Bill a speedy passage
through the House at 1.15 in the morning.

Mr JOHN (Bendigo East)-My remarks will be brief because honourable members
have heard a number of speakers who have made detailed contributions. I understand a
number of speakers have some more detailed contributions to make.
The Bill involves one of the most difficult moral issues of our time. One of the difficulties
for members like me, who came into this place in 1985, is that the legislation is already in
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force; the principal Act was passed in 1984. Had I been in this place in 1984 I would not
have supported the legislation establishing the principal Act.
Those who studied the Bill in detail are aware that we are dealing with an extremely
sensitive issue. In listening to honourable members making contributions, a great deal of
tolerance is required.
I place on record that I cannot support destructive experimentation on human embryos.
Under no circumstances do I think it is tolerable for scientists to be playing with human
li ves in laboratories. I place on record that I will not be voting for the Bill.
Dr WELLS (Dromana)-I have a vested interest in the Infertility (Medical Procedures)
(Amendment) Bill; my four wonderful adult children whom I enjoy so greatly. Indeed, I
speak tonight and will vote on the Bill as a matter of conscience. It is very important
proposed legislation. In one sense it is with considerable reluctance that I support the Bill
and, yet, I have no choice when I go through the issues. My reasons are complex, but I
believe, sequentially correct. I speak because I must. I would prefer not to travel this road
as a society, but I have no choice because we have diseases related to human infertility.
We have a capacity to solve those diseases, I believe, without brutalising our society and
without taking it in a radically different direction from that in which it is already travelling.
Therefore, I must speak tonight and try to proceed sequentially through the maze of
considerations that would justify that conclusion.

Honourable members have heard many fine speeches and many were also recorded in
Hansard similarly when the 1984 Act was passed. They all made the point, to a varying
degree, that the community, or much of the community, is not ready at this time for such
changes. That is right. We carry a particular responsibility in Parliament because on this,
more than any other issue that I can recall, we lead the community in being far ahead of
its knowledge at this time.
I shall attempt to plot a straightforward path through the issues. I want to concentrate
rather more than has been done this evening on philosophical considerations against the
background of biomedical knowledge, expectations, and practices that characterise our
society today.
The first point is that infertility research is undertaken to solve human needs to prevent
the disease of human infertility-in other words, to promote human reproduction and to
encourage the creation of human life. It is a continuation of the process of medical research
that has gone on at a great pace for the past three centuries. It is also characteristic of that
research that progress has been controversial and, at times, spectacularly so.
Of the many illustrations I could choose I cite the work ofDr Jenner who used cow pox
virus from the udder of a dairy cow to vaccinate a child and, for the first time in history,
prevented the fatal disease of smallpox. Millions of people thank God for the blessing of
smallpox vaccine.
Is infertility work just routine biomedical research in line with Jenner's work, or is it
different? I believe it is different because this research is conducted on the whole human
individual and usually results in the death of that individual. We have spent the last 2000
years establishing that postnatal human life does matter. We protect the postnatal individual
against destruction at all costs. Many people in our society, particularly those of high
moral, philosophical or religious commitment, claim that prenatal life is also special, even
sacred.
It was for that reason of postnatal life being special that I fought in this Parliament a
couple of years ago during debate on the Guardianship and Administration Board Bill
(No. 2) to stop a government committee being authorised to remove kidneys or other
tissues from individuals for donation to others. That move was successfully stopped. Until
recently in the great democracies, prenatal human life was officially considered special.
Abortion was prohibited and even contraception was banned or discouraged in some
countries.
Session 1987-85
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The second major point I raise concerns the debate about the human need of all people
versus the destruction of some embryos for the advancement of knowledge, and whatever
qualitative or absolute considerations that entails in pursuit of this knowledge to the
benefit of the whole human race. Are embryos and human life being destroyed? Clearly,
the answer is, ~'Yes". However, invoking syngamy is an exercise in semantics. I respectfully
submit that it is an inadequate defence. When the male gamete enters the female gamete,
passing through the wall of the female cell, to produce a zygote or early embryo, a selfperpetuating cycle is commenced which, subject only to the provision of an appropriate
environment, will, in some cases, develop into a postnatal person at birth.
It is clear that a person after birth is different from a foetus, particularly a foetus in early
embryonic life and, especially, the earliest form of all the zygote. Daily life confirms this.
However, in qualitative terms it is clear that full human potential is present from the time
of fusion of the male and female gametes, despite the fact that a significant percentage of
zygotes do not become successful pregnancies and eventually babies, even in natural
pregnancies.

Is that prenatal life special, and should it be protected at all costs, as is done with
postnatal life? That is my third major point, which is a crucial consideration. To answer
this question I must fall back, for practical, pragmatic reasons, if nothing else, on what is
current practice in our society. I accept that some will say that that is an inadequate
proposition. My concern is that our society will answer this question and unless Parliament
intelligently participates in formulating the answer, a less satisfactory result will ensue.
Does current living practice demonstrate the sanctity of life to the extent that daily
living conditions do not matter? Should it be pregnancy at all costs? The women of the
world, whom I believe are fully entitled to control of their own bodies, have voted in their
millions, perhaps billions, against that proposition. When fault-free contraception became
available, it was predicted that it would take twenty years to control human reproduction.
If fact, in less than five years the women of various countries almost totally stopped
growth in the population. In many senses that was a blessing in the long run because it
limited the number of people on this earth. Therefore, zygote and embryonic life has not
been considered sacrosanct, usually in the use of contraception. Adult life has been
considered pre-eminent in that situation.
Therapeutic abortion has now been embraced by many societies in daily living. That
fact is wholly demonstrable in democtratic societies. Embryonic life has not been placed
in a pre-eminent position in those societies. Adult life has been given a primary position
and that, again, has been a decision endorsed by millions of people, especially millions of
women and, whether or not we like it, that is the situation. Although I do not personally
like it, it has not led to the brutalisation of society, or certainly not to the extent that I
feared.
These are both procedures that are endorsed by society again and again. Both
contraception and therapeutic abortion bring progress in the opinion of the adult recipient
for that adult individual and, basically, that adult individual alone. There is a big difference
between those procedures and research into human infertility, because infertility research,
which the Bill concerns, involves small numbers of embyros and is designed to produce
improved knowledge that may assist large numbers of human beings in the future.
Honourable members should bear in mind Jenner's work with smallpox which, for
more than 100 years) has protected billions of people and, eventually, eradicated smallpox
virus from the world. I am talking about research work on human infertility that will have
a multiplication effect for generations. I challenge honourable members who are listening
to my contribution and readers of H ansard carefully to examine the proposition that that
is different from repetitive foetal destruction-which is the end point in the process of
abortion-even though that is at times considered, by qualified opinion and the opinion
of those personally involved, to be necessary.
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The sort of work I am talking about is not the equivalent of adult murder-it is not the
equivalent of judicial murder-the death penalty-and it is not the same as therapeutic
abortion of a firmly established successful pregnancy, it is destruction of the pre-embryonic
zygote, which has only a statistical chance of successful development. It is destruction
based upon the most careful medical and humanitarian assessments. It is based upon the
assessment that, firstly, informed consent has been given by the married owners, the
parents of the gametes, to the procedure; secondly, that they are infertile and their gametes
will never result in a successful union and pregnancy; and thirdly, because their medical
advisers have formed the opinion that there is a positive possibility of solving the couple's
infertility through the proposed research and thus of favouring human reproduction and
human life.
The proposed legislation overstates the likelihood of success from isolated experiments.
However, I shall not deal with that aspect tonight because it fails to affect the principle,
which is quite clear, that work will be undertaken only after stringent examination and
when a positive possibility of real, worthwhile progress has been established.
I am attempting to establish that the destruction of the zygote stage of human life will
be strictly limited, that zygote human life is significantly and quantitatively different from
postnatal human life and that the permanent rewards of research should be significant in
the procedures involved.
I have, of course, been arguing the case for the decision taken by Parliament-I was not
a member at the time-when it passed the 1984 Act. I could not speak tonight unless I
could judge that Act, which was based on the Waller committee recommendations, and
which limited such work to the use of embryos or zygotes which were surplus to the IVF
therapeutic program.
The emphasis on using surplus embryos is not the important consideration; the
destruction of the zygote is. The 1984 Act did not authorise the purposeful production of
human embryos for research and destruction. Equally, section 6 (5) which would have
prevented such work was not enacted. This Bill now proposes limited and controlled
authorisation for such studies; that is the reason for this Bill. It is designed to widen
research capacity.
The difference between surplus and purposefully-produced embryos is not crucial but
destruction is! I have honestly tried to explain why I have accepted the decision of
Parliament on the 1984 Act, which established a precedent for the destruction of embryos.
The 1987 Bill merely widens the availability of embryos to include purposefully-produced
embryos.
In logical analytical terms, the Bill is not the landmark legislation that the 1984 Act was.
However, the Bill has one important by-product. It is not the reason for the Bill but it is
one of the major reasons why I support the Bill.
This Bill proposes to limit experiments to the first 23 hours of life of purposefullyproduced embryos. I welcome this. Research permitted under the 1984 Act was not limited
in time, which is undesirable. Although I understand that scientists have obeyed the spirit
of the 1984 Act, and we may be proud of this fact, the situation does require correction.
I believe the 1987 Act will not limit in time the use of surplus embryos but it will
establish a precedent. In 1988 I will seek to move an amendment to the 1984 Act to limit
the use of surplus embryos, to the first 23 hours of life. That uniformity is logical and
necessary.

It is necessary to protect human life so far as possible. The extension of this period is
likely to be difficult to negotiate through this Parliament in the near future. It is unlikely
that studies of older embryos will be necessary for infertility studies.
Infertility is caused by imperfect spermatozoa, imperfect ova or an unsatisfactory
environment in the uterus. Infertility research, as opposed to natural abortion, involves
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only the time of union of the gametes, or the earliest stage after the union. The decision
made tonight will not be a precedent for the destruction of later foetal life-for example,
in the second trimester-four to six months-of the pregnancy.
The WaIler committee will provide documentary evidence as each experiment is
approved. Thus, the community will be protected from unnecessary experiments. Th~
humanitarian ethic which permitted kidney transplants, which first failed and led to death,
but later provided practical therapeutic techniques, is the same medical and humanitarian
ethic behind human infertility research. I believe man is made in the image of God and
that human life must be treated as special; therefore, there is a need for an open review of
work in human reproductive research. The proposed legislation will provide this.
I reject emphatically the comment comparing this situation with that of Nazi Germany.
I have taken pains to establish the nature of what we are talking about both in a quantitative
and in a qualitative sense. Millions thank God for Jenner's work and millions will thank
God for solutions for human infertility.
I respect the absolute moral judgement of anyone who opposes human infertility research
but I believe carefully controlled research in human reproduction will alleviate disease,
and, can be beneficial in a caring society and not be brutalising.
Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-In 1984, I foolishly-in retrospect-persuaded myself
that it was better to have a law on the subject on in-vitro fertilisation and to vote for the
Bill rather than to oppose it. I did that on the basis that the Bill represented a compromise.
I had expectations that it would become law and that it would provide a basis for our
society to deal with an otherwise regulated medical procedure.
My disappointment was, and is, that section 6 (5) of that Act was not proclaimed.
Whereas I might have been persuaded to consider this Bill as an amendment to that whole
Act, if that whole Act were in operation, I find myself unable to support the Bill because I
believe it was wrong not to have proclaimed section 6 (5) and to now seek to introduce an
amendment to the Act which would, in particular, provide an alternative procedure.
That alternative procedure I find unacceptable. I am grateful to the Liberal Party for
providing its members with the opportunity of expressing their views and of having a
conscience vote. It is a precious right and it is also a difficult right to live with because
having a conscience vote readily available means that one must make a decision on the
ground of what is one's conscience.
In my years in Parliament, since 1970, I have not found myself in a position where I
have had to differ with my party because of my conscience but I do so on this Bill because
I am not prepared to vote for a Bill that proposes that embryos might be created for
experimentation. I find that unacceptable.
The principle that guides me is that if consenting human beings want to volunteer for
experimentation, that is their choice, but it is not our decision to make that decision for a
child or, indeed, for a prenatal child. I reluctantly, and with some difficulty, find myself in
a position where, as a matter of conscience, I am unable to support the Bill.
I believe those honourable members who became members of Parliament after 1984
may, like myself, feel that the Bill ought to be supported, in the first instance for them,
because it seeks to regulate an area that is unregulated.
In 1984 I went through that experience and that learning curve of discovering that one
cannot always trust the Parliamentary process, even on a matter that is of deep concern
and of conscience. One can join in a debate and vote to pass legislation which one believes
is an honest compromise between obviously conflicting views within Parliament, and then
discover that, to suit its own political convenience, the government fails to proclaim part
of the Act. I say "political convenience" because I believe that was the motive for the
government's decision not to proclaim section 6 (5) of the 1984 Act.
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I shall take up no further time in this debate other than to say that I am unable to
support the Bill.
Mr DICKINSON (South Barwon)-In speaking on this Bill, I am reminded of my
contribution of 2 November 1984 when this important measure was first debated. At that
time honourable members addressed the question of infertility and believed they were
assisting 10 per cent of couples who may not otherwise have been able to produce children.
I thought at that time there were other things honourable members may not have been
addressing their minds to, and one was the high cost to society of abortions. At that time I
referred to $500 million being spent annually on illegal abortions in the United States of
America; most of those were performed by people who had contacts with the underworld
or other undesirable people.
I reminded the House then that, while we applaud significant achievements in scientific
endeavour, it is also wise to reflect that perhaps the money could be better spent on
undeveloped countries where, for instance, simple drugs such as penicillin could save
millions of lives. The high cost of in-vitro fertilisation had not been estimated at that time.
I believe we now have some idea of the cost because recent reports have put it at about
$48 500 a child. Some 660 babies, born in the first five years of Australia's IVF program,
cost the staggering amount of $32 million. In the original debate I applauded Dr Carl
Wood for what he was endeavouring to do, but I also said that we had to draw the line in
deciding how far we should go. The question of whose treatment should be terminated in
favour of a more worthy case should be addressed.
Honourable members cannot dodge the question of resource allocation. In the field of
medicine many costly treatments are given to patients to keep them alive, and they can
cost hundreds of thousands of dollars.
All honourable members would have been bombarded with letters not only from
theologians and churches but also from constituents who have strong feelings one way or
the other. Honourable members have been reminded of the fate of some of their former
colleagues who opposed the stance of active groups in the community. A former Minister
of Health, the Honourable Bill Borthwick, no longer represents the Monbulk electorate
because of pressure groups. It is sad when Parliamentarians cannot stand up for what they
believe. If Parliamentarians give a negative response on an issue, the situation can get
completely out of hand. That happened in Nazi Germany during the second world war
when original experiments carried out on human beings became totally destructive to
their lives. That frightful situation concerns many people. Catholics and other Christians
are concerned about this issue because they believe the destruction of human life is
equivalent to abortion.
The 1984 debate reminds me of the statement by Bishop Oliver Hayward to the Bendigo
synod on 15 June:
Christian couples should not agree to the use of donated genetic material ...
Serious moral problems arise once the procedure (of in-vitro fertilisation) is used for anything other than
solving problems of infertility in married couples.

On that occasion I took the stance that I could not envisage embryo research being
allowed. Millions of people question the rights of scientists to conduct this research. It is
not good enough to allow a group of people such as the Waller committee free play, and to
have so many loose threads not being defined by legislation.
I cannot accept the view that Parliament can appoint a committee, no matter how
talented, and that members of that committee, representing a good balance of interests
outside Parliament, should then investigate this topic. It is similar to saying that something
is too hard; and putting it in the too-hard basket while someone else examines the problem.
A good deal of advice has been freely given by many experts in the field. I appreciate the
time and trouble taken by those people who have written to me, including Dr Katrina
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Hudson, a member of the Department of Physiology, University of Melbourne, and the
Anglican Archbishop of Melbourne, Dr Penman. Although I do not always agree with the
pronouncements of Dr Penman, I recognise that the Anglican Church represents 23 per
cent of Christian people in Victoria and some 300 000 in the diocese of Melbourne. Dr
Penman has restated the Anglican Church view on IVE His letter of 26 October states:
In summary, it is that IVF is a medical discovery which we welcome as fulfilling for infertile couples God's
desire for the creation of children. So we do not disapprove ethically of the basic technique ...
We have, however, raised, along with others in the community, serious ethical questions about some aspects
of the IVF/AID/ET program. We are strongly opposed to any form of live human embryo experiment for any
purpose. This position was established at the Anglican General (National) Synod in 1985, and has been endorsed
this week by the Melbourne diocesan Social Responsibilities Committee. The seminar held on 29 September
1987 by the Standing Review and Advisory Committee on Infertility produced no arguments to change our
minds ...
One of the best aspects of the Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act when it was passed was the way it held
medical scientists and technologists accountable by law for their research, and the way in which artificial
reproduction is constantly monitored by hospital ethics committees and by the Standing Review and Advisory
Committee on Infertility. The proposed amendment opens the door on experimentation in a way which I feel is
contrary to the controls imposed in the original Act ...
I ask you to reject the proposed amendments to sections 6 and 9 of the Act.

A Catholic Church group has also put its view. Mr Matt O'Toole, State Executive Officer
of the Knights of the Southern Cross, in a letter of6 November 1987, states:
Th~ Archbishop's letter conveys the deep concern that we have been expressing for quite some time on the
subject of human embryo experimentation and with particular reference to the crucial section 6 (5) of the Act
which is, to this date, unproclaimed ...
We trust that you will see your way clear to uphold the moral values of this nation and preserve the sanctity of
life from its very beginning, the moment of conception.

I received in the mail an extract from the magazine Perspective of September 1987
concerning an outstanding French doctor who, unlike Or Carl Wood, had second thoughts
on in-vitro fertilisation. He states:
Don't give me a vote of confidence when I am playing with life.

Dr Jacques Testart is a researcher in the field of reproduction. He stated:
This is the testimony of the first in-vitro fertilisation scientist to create a test tube baby in France.

At an international congress in Vienna last year a professor announced that he had
achieved the manufacture of both sheep-goats and three lambs in cloning techniques. The
article states:
In a previous conference this same scientist had announced provocatively, "Give me a rat ovum and a human
ovum and I will be able to manufacture a new animal species".

It is disturbing to hear doctors and professors saying such things. I believe honourable
members should heed the advice that scientists such as Dr Testart are giving them.
This area is like Pandora's box. For that reason church leaders such as the Roman
Catholic Archbishop of Melbourne, Sir Frank Little, are to be congratulated for giving the
community the benefit of their knowledge. In a letter of 5 November 1987, Archbishop
Little wrote:
The Infertility Act enabled the Victorian Government to testify to the subsequent Senate Select Committee on
the Human Embryo Experimentation Bill that Victoria "has already legislated comprehensively" on the subject
matter. What appears to have been left unsaid however was that a crucial section of the comprehensive legislation
had not been proclaimed. That section 6 (5) was designed to regulate the earliest phase of the generative process
to ensure that it would be initiated for no purpose other than transfer of the resultant entity to the womb.
It is now proposed to jettison that unproclaimed section 6 (5) to allow scientists to arrest the generative process
at any subsequent point prior to the fusion of the male and female pronuclei for the purpose of destructive
experimentation.
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I appeal to Parliament to reject this attack on the primal elements of our humanness. There is an irreversible
dynamic process begun with the penetration of an ovum by sperm. Intrusive and destructive manipulation might
lead to knowledge and profit but the cost in terms of respect for fundamental human values is far too great.

Honourable members heard speeches alluding to the impressive scientific steps that have
been taken at Monash University. It would be a great pity if such knowledge was used for
commercial gain at the expense of the human race.
Around the world there have been men who have reflected on this Question. I shall
Quote from the Advocate of Thursday, 15 October 1987:
Professor Giovanni Marini-Bettolo, chemistry professor at two Rome universities, told the synod that
deforestation, acid rain and ozone depletion were among the grave environmental problems requiring action. He
said the biblical exhortion for man to have dominion over all living things had been incorrectly applied since the
time of the industrial revolution.
. .~

He went on to warn about the world we are living in.
Pro-life of Victoria addressed this complex subject in letters written to members of
Parliament. On 16 April 1987, I received a letter which states:
The Council of Europe's Parliamentary Assembly, representing 21 governments, recommended a ban on all
experiments in which an embryo would be destroyed any time after fertilisation. The Senate Select Committee
has recommended that all non-therapeutic experiments on embryos be banned.
The fact is that adequate protection of IVF embryos has not been achieved and cannot be achieved without
legislation. This was the reason that the Victorian Parliament enacted legislation which, if proclaimed, would
provide some measure of protection.

The letter further states:
As a media event in-vitro fertilisation has been presented as a means of having a happy healthy child for those
who would otherwise be infertile. The 84 per cent who are in-vitro fertilisation failures and the 45·4 per cent who
miscarry or have a still birth are rarely mentioned.

Or Robin Rowlands of Oeakin University and Professor Max Charlesworth have been
mentioned in this debate. Or Rowlands has reflected on the Liberal Party amendments to
the original legislation-particularly to section 6 (5). Because that has not been implemented
honourable members are debating another Bill which will further extend the scope of
scientific endeavours.
Clearly a large number of people have been concerned to contact every member of
Parliament. The letters I have received probably reiterate what is in the letters that other
honourable members have received so I shall not refer to all of that correspondence.
Those who have been most active in this State in the fight against the legislation believe
this Bill weakens the original Act. They believe that in going down this path doctors and
medical researchers will further continue their scientific endeavours with little restraint
being placed on them.
An article in the Australian of 14 October 1987 states:
The Victorian Minister for Health, Mr White, told Parliament yesterday that the aim of the legislation was to
allow the Standing Review and Advisory Committee on Infertility to consider applications for research which
used ova in the early stages of the fertilisation program.

I am disturbed at the lack of definition in this Bill; and honourable members are being
told there may be further amendments to the Act in the near future.
Honourable members should remember that the proposed amendments to the Act could
allow the manufacture of embryos for experimentation up to 23 hours of life. That would
be another encroachment by scientists who are getting their own way in this area little by
little. I cannot ignore the pleas of people in my electorate nor will I be taken down the
path of allowing such a thing to occur. It should be noted that Sir Frank Little has affirmed
that a precise definition of an embryo is needed.
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Unfortunately, the Premier is not here to contribute to the debate. Many honourable
members who have contributed to the debate may feel cynical about the outcome of it
when further legislation may be around the corner.
In the course of the debate I have heard honourable members speak along humanist or
socialist lines. They seem to have lost touch with the magical moment in creation when
sperm unites with an egg to start human life. There such matters should be left; experts
should not take such matters out of the creator's hands.
Vast sums of money have already been spent in this field. It is time honourable members
accounted for the cost and worked out their priorities. I am unable to support the proposed
legislation just as I could not when I contributed in depth to the original debate in 1984.
Mr TANNER (Caulfield)-I am opposed to the Bill. It amends the Infertility (Medical
Procedures) Act, which is the most important, yet saddest, measure passed in my time as
a member of Parliament.
The Act allows experimentation on human embryos, experimentation which could not
only harm an embryo but also lead to its destruction.
The Bill further extends that concept by now proposing that there be the production of
human embryos for the purpose of experimentation. In an effort to rationalise the morality
of this experimentation on embryos, there is an attempt through the terminology of
syngamy to redefine humanity. To a lay mind such as mine, life begins when the sperm
and the ovum join.
I note that in a letter dated 26 October 1987 to members of Parliament, from the
Anglican Archbishop of Melbourne, Dr David Penman, he said:
Any perception that life has not commenced before syngamy is artificial.

I totally agree with that viewpoint expressed on behalf of the Anglican Church. To me,
humanity is special; whether a child or an adult, whether impaired or perfect, humanity is
something special in this world. I consider experimentation on human life totally
unacceptable.
I am aware that the Catholic Archbishop of Melbourne, Archbishop Little, in a letter to
Parliamentary Leaders said:
I appeal to Parliament to reject this attack on the primal elements of our humanness.

These two religious leaders of our community should be heeded or in years to come more
harm may be caused to society than will be caused by the provisions in this Bill.
The use of human embryos for experimentation is unacceptable even though such
experimentation may lead to good in some areas. The specialness of our humanity should
not be abused, despite the fact that some good may be achieved in other areas. Humanity
is far too special. Experimentation on embryos is, without doubt, a violation of our
uniqueness as humans and our specialness in the universe.
I can understand the arguments put by other honourable members in support of the
Bill. I can sympathise with the members of the Standing Review and Advisory Committee
on Infertility in their struggle to produce legislation in this area. I can understand that
some people say that the Bill is better than the existing legislation and I believe it is a great
pity and condemnation of the Attorney-General and the government that they have
refused to proclaim section 6 (5) of the Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act.
I sympathise greatly with the honourable member for Frankston South in the situation
in which he finds himself. I have known the honourable member for many years and I
appreciate his humanity. I cannot support the Bill.
Mr RAMSA Y (Balwyn)-The debate has been marked by some of the most sincere
contributions by honourable members from all parties that the House has heard in debate
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in recent years. The House is not debating a political issue, but is dealing with one of the
most fundamental of human rights, the right to life of everybody, including the unborn.
In trying to determine an attitude on these matters, the Parliament is being presented
with enormous moral and ethical difficulties. They are difficulties that any human being
would have to face who has the courage to think about this question and this miraculous
development of science that is enabling scientists and medical practitioners to assist
couples who, if left alone, would prove to be unfertile and remain childless. Thanks to
science some of these persons are now able to have children and to have the joy and
responsibilities of rearing their own families.
Members of Parliament have no choice but to consider these issues. We must be
prepared to make a decision on them. The reason why we must make a decision is that
science has moved in this direction. Human intelligence is now capable of interfering in
areas where it has never interfered before and human curiosity, being what it is, means
that interference, experimentation and the discovery of more and more of the nature of
our humanity and human existence will continue. It is right and proper, I believe, that
Parliament should be struggling with these issues in an attempt to put some meaningful
boundaries on what mayor may not be done. It is not an easy decision for any of us who
are prepared and concerned to think about the issue.
I have reached the conclusion that I shall support the proposed legislation and my
reasons, though perhaps not adequate for all members of the House, are straightforward.
The first reason why I support the proposed legislation is that I believe in the very real
constraints I see built into the Bill to ensure that any research done in this area has been
carried out and is directed only to improve the chances of curing the infertility of married
couples who, for one reason or another, are infertile. So long as the program's objective is
to help overcome infertility, I see the program as being designed to help in the creation of
new life, and that is a program that I am prepared to support.
My second reason for supporting the Bill is the requirement for a full understanding of
the couple concerned. This is not a program that simply involves the random fertilisation
of ova in the laboratory for experiments and research to be conducted simply for the sake
of research. The programs are distinctly tied to help in overcoming the problems of
infertility.
My third reason is that the constant monitoring of the research activity is to be conducted
by the advisory committee and that committee, in my view, carries a wide spectrum of
responsible attitudes from the committee members representing, as I believe they do, the
responsible elements in our community. I see that as an important and honest safeguard.
My fourth and final reason is that the proposed legislation limits the research to that
period in the development of the ovum between the time of sperm penetration and
syngamy. I do not claim to fully understand exactly what syngamy is, and I hope that the
definition included in the Act is correct. It is a highly scientific concept, but I do understand
that it means that the research carried out is at that very early stage of development before
the ovum has begun to grow into additional cells and it does, in fact, represent that time
in the normal course of human conception prior to the fertilised ovum being able to link
into the wall of the mother's womb.
In other words, the ovum would have no chance of successfully continuing to grow to
become a new human until it is in that secure environment of the wall of the mother's
uterus. As I understand it, the research done in the in-vitro fertilisation units is at the
initial stage to ensure that methods will be established to increase the likelihood of
successful pregnancy in the women concerned.
Although I am not discounting the moral and ethical difficulties, it is for the reasons I
have described that I am prepared to support the proposed legislation. I am not prepared
to accept the argument that the Bill represents the first step in embryo experimentation,
and once it has been passed, people will want to take another step and human embryos
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will be experimented on just for the sake of experimentation. It is the responsibility of
Parliament to ensure that that sort of experimentation does not happen.
Given the restraints in the Bill I am prepared for it to be laid down as a guideline and
provide clear instructions to that section of the medical profession that is practising in the
area of curing infertility in the unfortunate people who are afflicted with that condition.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-Firstly, I thank all honourable members who
have contributed to the debate. Many significant contributions have been made and they
demonstrate the different views of the various members of the three parties. That sort of
debate continues to contribute towards the improvement of extremely difficult and
complicated Bills.
Secondly, I appreciate the comments made about the difficulties of dealing with methods
at the forefront of medical science. It was pleasing that so many honourable members now
have a significantly improved and more detailed knowledge of the subject than they would
have had a few years ago. The general community is also improving its knowledge of this
subject. I look forward to the passage of the Bill through Parliament.
The division bells were rung.
Mr HANN (Rodney) (Speaking covered}-Mr Speaker, I seek clarification in sorting
out the pairs. As you, Sir, are well aware, the main opposition to the second reading of the
Bill is from the National Party, yet the Opposition Whip, who is voting with the Ayes, has
entered into an arrangement with the government Whip, who is also voting with the Ayes,
to pair members from the Opposition and the government. I have great difficulty
understanding that.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill) (Speaking covered}-On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
I remind you of previous occasions when Speakers have ruled that the pairs arrangement
is a matter between the parties and is not a matter in which the Speaker becomes involved.
The SPEAKER-Order! On the point of order, the pairs are an unofficial arrangement
between the individual parties, as the honourable member for Forest Hill advised the
House. The pairs arrangement has nothing to do with the Chair.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! I should advise the House that the Whips have no special
privilege during the counting of a division, and it is not correct behaviour for Whips to
move about the Chamber while the count is on.
The House divided on the motion (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds in the chair).
Ayes
53
Noes
8
Majority for the motion
AYES

MrBrown
Miss Callister
DrCoghill
MrColeman
MrCrabb
MrCrozier
MrCulpin
Mr Cunningham
MrEmst
Mr Fogarty
MrFordham
MrGavin
Mr Harrowfield
Mrs Hirsh

45
NOES

MrHann
MrMcGrath
(Lowan)

MrMcNamara
Mr Mac1ellan
Mr Ross-Edwards
MrTanner

Tellers:
MrMcGrath
(Warrnambool)

MrPerrin
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NOES

AYES
MrHockley
Mr Jolly
MrKennedy
MrKennett
MrKirkwood
MrLeigh
MrMcDonald
MrMathews
Mr Micallef
MrNorris
MrPlowman
MrPope
MrRamsay
Mr Remington
MrReynolds
Mr Richardson
MrRoper
MrRowe
Mr Seitz
Mrs Setches
MrSheehan
Ms Sibree
Mr Sidiropoulos
MrSimmonds
MrSimpson
MrSmith
(Glen Waverley)
MrSmith
(Polwarth)
MrSpyker
Mr Stirling
Mr Stockdale
DrVaughan
MrWalsh
MrWeideman
DrWells
MrWilliams
Mrs Wilson
Tellers:
Mr Andrianopoulos
Mr Shell

PAIRS
Mr Cain
Mr Cathie
Mrs Hill
Mr Hill
Mr McCutcheon
Mrs Ray
Mrs Toner
Mr Trezise

Mr Evans
(Gippsland East)
Mr Cooper
Mr Dickinson
Mr Gude
Mr Heffeman
Mr Whiting
Mr Wallace
Mr Steggall

The Bill was read a second time, and it was ordered that it be committed later this day.
Mr KOPEK (Minister for Transport)-I move:
That it be an instruction to the Committee that they have power to consider amendments to provide
for-(a) the regulation of gamete intra-fallopian transfer and related procedures; and (b) the correction of the
title of certain bodies and/or persons referred to in certain sections of the Principal Act, in particular, the change
to-(i) "Chief General Manager" in lieu of "Health Commission" in section 19 (1); (ii) "Department of Health"
in lieu of "Chief General Manager" in section 23 (1); and (iii)

The motion was agreed to.
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The Bill was committed.
Clauses 1 to 3 were agreed to.
Clause 4
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I move:
1. Clause 4, page 2, line 24, omit "or 13" and insert ", 13 or 13A".

2. Clause 4, page 2, line 40, omit "or 13" and insert ", 13 or 13A".
3. Clause 4, page 3, line 3, omit "or 13" and insert ", 13 or 13A".
4. Clause 4, page 3, line 20, omit "or 13" and insert ", 13 or 13A".
5. Clause 4, page 3, after line 21 insert'(3) After section 13 of the Principal Act insertGamete intra-fallopian transfer and related procedures.
"13A. (1) This section applies to any procedure of implanting in the body of a woman (in this section call
"the patient") an ovum, whether produced by that woman or by another woman, and whether or not it has been
fertilized outside the body of the patient.
(2) A procedure to which this section applies shall not be carried out at a place other than a hospital that is
approved by the Minister as a place at which such procedures may be carried out.
(3) A procedure to which this section applies shall not be carried out unless(a) the patient is a married woman;

(b) the patient and her husband have each consented in writing to the carrying out of the procedure and
neither the patient nor her husband has withdrawn that consent;
(c) not less than twelve months before the carrying out of the procedure, the patient and her husband had
begun to undergo, and have undergone, such examination or treatment by a medical practitioner (other than
the medical practitioner by whom the procedure is to be carried out) as might reasonably be expected to
establish whether or not a procedure other than a fertilization procedure might cause the woman to become
pregnant;

(d) as a result of that examination or treatment, a medical practitioner (other than the medical practitioner
by whom the procedure is to be carried out) is satisfied that it is reasonably established-

(i) that the patient is unlikely to become pregnant as a result of a procedure other than a procedure to
which this section applies; or
(ii) that if the patient were to become pregnant as a result of the fertilization of an ovum produced by her
by semen produced by her husband an undesirable hereditary disorder may be transmitted to a child
born as a result of the pregnancy; and
(e) the medical practitioner by whom the procedure is to be carried out is satisfied-

(i) that the patient and her husband have received counselling, including counselling in relation to
prescribed matters, from an approved counsellor; and
(ii) that an approved counsellor will be available to give further counsel to the patient and her husband
after the procedure is carried out.
(4) Where a consent is given under sub-section (3) (b)(a) the document in which the consent is given shall be kept by the hospital in which the procedure to
which this section applies is carried out;
(b) a copy shall be given to the patient; and

(c) a copy shall be given to the husband of the patient.
(5) A person shall not use ovum or semen provided by any person (in this section called "the donor") for the
purposes of a procedure to which this section applies unless(a) the donor has consented in writing to the use of the ovum or semen in such a procedure and has not
withdrawn that consent;
(b) where there is a spouse of the donor, the spouse has consented in writing to the use of the ovum or
semen in such a procedure and has not withdrawn that consent; and
(c) the donor and the spouse (if any) of the donor have received counselling from an approved counsellor.
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Penalty: 25 penalty units or imprisonment for one year.
(6) A person who gives an ovum or semen that is or may be used in a procedure to which this section applies
shall not receive, and another person shall not make or give, any payment or other amount for or in respect of
the giving of the ovum or semen other than(a) an amount, not exceeding an amount calculated at a prescribed rate, in respect of expenses incurred
by that person in travelling to and attending at the place at which the ovum or semen is given; or
(b) an amount in reimbursement of medical expenses incurred by that person in connection with the
giving of the ovum or semen.

Penalty applying to this sub-section: 25 penalty units or imprisonment for one year.".'.
6. Clause 4, page 3, line 23, after "3" insert "(1)".
7. Clause 4, page 3, line 32, omit "or 13" and insert", 13 or 13A".
8. Clause 4, page 3, lines 34 and 35, omit paragraph (c) and insert'( ) In section 3 (l), in the definition of "Relevant procedure" for" 10, 11, 12 or 13" substitute "9A, 10,
11, 12, 13 or 13A" ';.
9. Clause 4, page 3, after line 39, insert"( ) In section 4, for "10, 11, 12 or 13" substitute "9A, 10, 11, 12, 13 or 13A";
10. Clause 4, page 3, line 40, omit paragraph (e) and insert'( ) In section 7 (2), for "10, 11, 12 or 13" substitute "9A, 10,11,12,13 or 13A".
11. Clause 4, page 3, after line 40 insert'( ) In section 19 (3) for "Health Commission" substitute "Chief General Manager";
( ) In section 23 (1) for "Chief General Manager" substitute "Department of Health";
12. Clause 4, page 4, after line 7 insert'(6) In section 34 of the Principal Act, for "Health Commission" substitute "Chief General Manager of
the Department of Health".'.

The purpose of these amendments is to bring gamete intra-fallopian transfer-GIFTand related procedures within the scope of the Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act.
Honourable members will recall that, after this Bill was introduced, an article in the Age
of22 October claimed that GIFT procedures would become ille~al when the unproclaimed
sections of the principal Act were brought into operation. Thls would be a result of the
fact that unlike the in-vitro procedures permitted under the Act, GIFT involves the
implantation of an ovum in the fallopian tube and not implantation in the womb of a
patient.
Advice given to the government is that GIFT procedures are currently employed at the
Royal Women's Hospital, Epworth, and at the Mercy Maternity Hospital. It has also been
suggested that the treatment has a higher success rate than achieved by in-vitro fertilisation
programs.
The government believes there should be no uncertainties in the law about the legality
of GIFT procedures. With this in mind, it has sought the urgent comments of the Standing
Review and Advisory Committee on Infertility on the issues raised by the Age. The
committee has subsequently recommended that GIFT should be clearly recognized under
the Act, and treated, legislatively, in a way similar to other accepted procedures.
The government agrees with the views of the committee.
The proposed amendments, which follow those advocated by the committee, are intended
to put beyond doubt that GIFT and procedures of a similar nature are lawful under the
Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act, and subject to the same requirements and constraints
as govern other artificial fertilisation procedures.
The amendments are in keeping both with the thrust and the spirit of the principal Act,
and will ensure that an important form of treatment for infertility is not inadvertently
prohibited when the balance of the Act is proclaimed.
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Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South)-I thank the Minister for his explanation of the
amendments. It is well known that there was fear that the procedure known as GIFT,
gamete intra-fallopian transfer, and related procedures would be caught up when the
remainder of the principal Act is proclaimed. As I understand it, that was not the intention.
A proper study of the proposed legislation would have prevented that from occurring. In
this case, the experts have corrected an injustice that could have taken place to deny those
people access to the program. The OpposItion does not oppose the amendments
Mr J. F. McGRATH (Warrnambool)-I repeat what was said earlier in the debate: that
it is disappointing that amendments such as these are thrust upon us at such short notice.
We are in a difficult position. Because the Bill has received the support of the Opposition,
we will not oppose the amendments. I express concern that it is difficult to try to follow
the Bill through and apply the necessary amendments when one does not have sufficient
time in which to apply those amendments and to see how they affect the proposed
legislation.
The amendments were agreed to, and the clause, as amended, was adopted.
The Bill was reported to the House with amendments, and passed through its remaining
stages.

INTELLECTUALLY DISABLED PERSONS' SERVICES
(AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from October 8) on the motion of Mr Spyker (Minister for
Consumer Affairs) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-It should be recorded in Hansard that it is now 2.30 a.m.
and the House is still trying to deliberate on matters of concern to people in this State.
Mr Kennett-Who are all sound asleep!
Mr COLEMAN-Irrespective of whether they are sound asleep, the fact is that, for
some people in the State, the Bill will determine the way they live their lives. The Bill has
been formulated through the experiences of previous legislation, and it is of interest that
between the introduction and the debating of the Bill in the other place, we have had
released for consideration by the community the Ten Year Plan for the Redevelopment of
Intellectual Disability Services. That plan and the interim report that attaches to it has
caused considerable concern in the community about the future services that will be
available to the intellectually disabled. That concern is encapsulated on page 13 of Part
Three of that report, where the estimates of the realisable market values of training centre
properties is outlined.
Training centres have been the area in intellectual disability where most concern has
been raised with virtually every member in this House. What is outlined in that report is
that within the training centre area there is a site value of $97 500000, which could be
realised if those properties were sold.
I suppose the highest individual value in the listing is that of the Children's Cottages at
Kew. That is a site of 49·02 hectares and the value in that report is set out at $41 150000.
That is a considerable portion of the total estimate of the value of training centre properties.
Virtually every member of this House would have had some representation from parents
with children in the Children's Cottages at Kew, who are concerned about their future.
Equally, there is a feeling in the community that there needs to be some addressing of the
problems that have existed in these institutions for some considerable time, and I shall
run through the names of the centres without dealing in detail with the functions they
play, to give an idea of the breadth of the services provided across the State through those
training centres.
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Included in the properties that would be realised for a sum close to $100 millionwhich is a considerable incentive to the government to try to relieve them and get access
to the funds that would be provided by their sale-are Aradale Training Centre, Brierly
Training Centre at Warrnambool, Caloola Training Centre at Sunbury, the Children's
Cottages at Kew, Moorakyne Hostel at Hawthorn, the Colanda Training Centre at Colac,
the Janefield Training Centre and the Kingsbury Training Centre at Bundoora-and there
has already been some movement to have that land sold for subdivisional purposes.
There is also the Mayday Hills Training Centre at Beechworth, the Pleasant Creek
Training Centre at Stawell, the Sandhurst Training Centre at Bendigo and the St Gabriel's
Centre at Balwyn. Those training centres have provided a home for a great number of
people in the intellectually disabled system and, over a period, changes have been occurring
that have taken account of the considerable developments in disability services areas.
Although the Bill is directly associated with some previous legislation, it draws together
some of the more crucial parts that have been exposed in the operation of the intellectually
disabled persons' legislation.
The essential parts of the Bill deal, firstly, with the provision of restraints for eligible
persons who are approved in authorised programs. Another part of it deals with the trust
accounts for persons whose affairs are controlled either by managers of community service
units or other people involved in the management of some of the residential institutions.
The Bill also deals with the investment of money and the way money might be invested.
It deals with the interest on the money that is invested, which has previously been an area
of some contention. It also deals with matters arising out of the administration of the
Guardianship and Administration Board Act and also the Mental Health Act.
The crucial part of the Bill deals with the investment of money held on behalf of
intellectually disabled people, particularly the investment of funds held by people in
community residential units.
The Opposition supports the Bill and hopes that, as the measure continues to operate,
the proposals contained in it will benefit those people whose affairs are controlled by other
folk and that their interests will be protected.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

DAIRY INDUSTRY (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from the previous day) on the motion of Mr Jolly (Treasurer)
for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.

Mr I. W. SMITH (Polwarth)-This is a small Bill, which is another pathetic chapter in
a story of vacillation and shabby public relations to try to convince the dairy industry that
the government is sincere in supporting it-which of course it is not. It results from a
litany of events conducted by Midland Milk Pty Ltd with, one would suspect, the support
of the government.
In his campaign speech prior to the last State election, the Premier was on record clearly
as saying that the State government would press ahead and put milk into other States
unless a new deal was granted for dairy farmers in Victoria. That new deal took the form
of a levy on all products, and it became known as the Kerin plan. The advantage of that
plan to Victorian dairy farmers is approximately $23 million a year.
However, instead of honouring that deal, the government allowed Midland Milk Pty
Ltd to flout the Dairy Industry Act, which this same government introduced and passed
in 1984. There is no doubt that the company has been buying milk from dairy farmers and
paying them manufactured milk prices, or perhaps a little more-the current manufactured
milk price is approximately 18 cents a litre-and that milk has been going into vessels for
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liquid milk consumption; instead of buying the milk as it should, by law, through the
Victorian Dairy Industry Authority, and paying 36 cents a litre.
To the uninitiated that would seem a wide margin and some might question why the
public is being asked to pay different prices for manufactured milk and liquid milk. I am
sure the government originally set out on a course to try to reduce the premium now paid
on liquid milk and to bring it down to the price of manufactured milk. I am sure it tacitly
encouraged Midland Milk Pty Ltd to abuse the system so that a price war would eventuate
and, ultimately, the premium paid to dairy farmers would be removed.
The reason for the premium is quite simple: by virtue of the 1984 Act, a farmer
guarantees that the first call on available milk will go to the liquid milk market, regardless
of the price at the time for manufactured milk products.
History has shown that there are times when manufactured milk products return to the
dairy farmer approximately the same as liquid milk. Such is not the case at present. The
price return for liquid milk to the dairy farmer is approximately twice that for manufactured
milk products; but the wheel will turn and the manufactured milk product price will no
doubt increase at some stage. However, the farmer has traditionally been entitled to a
premium for this guarantee of first call on the supply of liquid milk for the fresh milk
market.
Australian consumers have shown an overwhelming preference, as indeed they should,
for the fresh milk product. However, the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs has
been very tardy in acting to bring Midland Milk Pty Ltd into line. He had known about
the fraud and cheating of the company for some considerable time. In fact, I directed the
attention of the House to this fact at the beginning of this sessional period. It was directed
to the attention of the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority some time ago but, more
specifically, earlier this year it decided to take action.
In four periods of audit totalling 48 days in all-the first period often days in February
this year; the second period of 31 days in March; the third period of the three days in
April; and the fourth period of four days, again in April-it was discovered that the
company had cheated and defrauded the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority to the tune
of$226980.91.
That is a serious matter and it results from the company buying milk directly from
farmers at manufactured milk prices instead of paying them the true and correct price set
by the authority. It was a long time before any action was taken, and the company was
required to pay back the money of which it had defrauded the VDIA.
One may well ask how long this was occurring before it was detected and action was
taken. It was not until there was great agitation within the industry that any action was
taken. Many dairy processors in Melbourne wondered why the company could, in fact,
supply its principal outlets-supermarkets-at a wholesale price that was lower than the
price for which the processors in Melbourne were actually able to buy the milk.
As a result of this agitation over some period, the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority
decided to find out, and it discovered the extent of fraud that I mentioned. The authority
was then asked for a course of action.
The Victorian Dairy Industry Authority recommended a number of options:
(a) Take no action.

It is believed that from the industry viewpoint this option would damage the credibility of the authority as
well as being in contravention of the authority'S objectives.
(b) In conjunction with the authority'S legal advisers specify the terms and conditions under which the
authority is trading with Midland Milk Pty Ltd, including the accuracy of the company's books and records, and
subsequently take action if necessary under section 39 (4). Refer Appendix 1.

I make that appendix available to the House.
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Section 39 (I) of the Dairy Industry Act 1984 allows the authority to sell milk accepted by the authority to
milk processors upon such terms and conditions as the authority considers appropriate, and section 39 (3) allows
these terms and conditions to be varied between milk processors.
Consequently the authority could specify terms and conditions relating to the future accuracy of Midland Milk
Pty Ltd's books and records and subsequently take action under section 39 (4) to discontinue, suspend or restrict
the supply of milk to the milk processor if the terms and conditions were not adhered to.
Management would prefer not to proceed with this option because it could cause disruption of the supply of
milk for human consumption in certain parts of northern Victoria, ego the Murray/Goulburn valleys.

It may have caused disruption if implemented but it would have immediately put a curb
on the disruptive tactics and the fraudulent cheating of Midland Milk Pty Ltd had this
course been adopted. Remember that it was an option available to the Victorian Dairy
Industry Authority as far back as June this year.
(c) Re-commence 24-hour monthly monitoring on a regular basis.

This option is expensive (approximately $700 per day) and the authority presently does not have the staff
available. Furthermore this could not resolve the audit problems already brought to light.
(d) Arrange for the factory to processor cartage of Victorian market milk to be performed by an independent
contractor.

Midland Milk Ply Lld will still be able to purchase milk from dairy farmers and factories. Consequently the
authority would still not be in a position to determine whether payment is being received from Midland Milk
Ply Ltd for all milk used for Victorian market milk purposes.
(e) Refer all audit information to the authority's legal advisers for a recommendation whether to proceed
against Midland Milk Ply Lld and its officers for offences against the Act/regulations. For example, section 112
and section 118 of the Dairy Industry Act 1984.

The authority'S management recommended that option (e) be accepted as that action may
enable a conclusion to be reached whether 316 000 litres represents the total undisclosed
by Midland Milk Pty Ltd,to the authority in 1986. The action will indicate to the industry
that the authority required all industry organisations to comply with the Dairy Industry
Act and regulations.
As early as, in one sense, and as late as, in another sense, June this year, management
was recommending to the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority action which could be taken
to ensure that Midland Milk Pty Ltd kept accurate books which would enable the authority
to determine the amount of milk purchased by it and, therefore, the extent to which it was
defrauding dairy farmers, the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority and anyone else for that
matter, down the track.
One of the tragedies was that in spite of the authority bein~ so concerned as to seek this
report and subsequently to ask its legal advisers for an opinIon, it was at that exact time
that the Minister was rewarding Midland Milk Pty Ltd and others-but especially Midland
Milk Pty Ltd-by offering almost 1 cent a litre additional processor's fee for those processors
operating in country areas.
That meant an additional $200 000 incentive to Midland Milk Pty Ltd to keep ~oing.
Clearly that was a deal just prior to the Federal election to put the lid on this operatIon so
that New South Wales dairy farmers would not agitate in marginal seats held by the
Federal government. It was very effective, but what a high price to pay!
As I mentioned, following the June meeting of the authority legal advice was sought by
the authority as recommended by the management. That legal advice was that a good case
could be made for successful prosecution of Midland Milk Pty Ltd for defrauding the
authority. That legal advice has never been acted on by the authority or by the government
and one can only assume from that that the government has no interest in bringing to
justice people who are prepared to defraud the orderly marketing system.
Fortunately, the industry did not let it lie there. It constantly agitated and the Minister
has reluctantly, step by step, been dragged to the realisation that an orderly system of
marketing milk is in the consumers' interests as well as in the farmer's interests. I do not

2570

ASSEMBLY

13 November 1987

Dairy Industry (Amendment) Bill

want to go over all the arguments except to say that it protects the supply and it specifically
protects the quality.
In his second-reading speech in the other place, the Minister for Agriculture and Rural
Affairs said:
However, it has become increasingly clear that some processors of market milk could be using milk obtained
direct from Victorian farmers and outside the authority's control. By buying cheaper manufacturing milk for
resale as premium market milk, processors can exploit, for their own commercial advantage, the agreed price
differences with the system.

That is at long last an admission of what Midland Milk Pty Ltd was doing. Because of the
system, it was exploiting the farmers dishonestly for its own gain. If it were a free market
sItuation, it would have been out-competed and gobbled up long ago. However, by abuse
of an orderly marketing system, by cheating and defrauding, it was able to make a
considerable profit.
Midland Milk Pty Ltd's rewards did not stop at the 1 cent a litre country processors
advantage that I mentioned. At that stage in July, the Minister was concerned enough to
let the company take its milk interstate by allowing it to buy milk from the Victorian
Dairy Industry Authority at a lower rate than that which it would normally supply to
Victoria. He allowed the company a 12 cent discount which, ironically, was the same
amount of money by which he arbItrarily discounted the price of eggs the year before and
the figure at which, I have no doubt, he hoped the liquid price of milk in Victoria would
settle.
He allowed Midland Milk Pty Ltd a 12 cent discount to market interstate. That was a
further licence to rob. Midland Milk Pty Ltd had no intention of sending all that milk,
now priced at 24 cents a litre instead of 36 cents a litre, into New South Wales.
Certainly they sent some of it to Jewel Food Stores Pty Ltd, but much of it came back
into Victoria, allegedly under section 92. The Minister had no mechanism whatsoever by
which to monitor the amount that was coming back into Victoria and, therefore, the
amount of defrauding conducted by Midland Milk Pty Ltd.
In the regional and rural policy of the ALP which was made public just prior to the last
State election, there is a significant paragraph on page 18, which says:
The government will continue to fight for a fair deal for Victorian dairy farmers through a national marketing
plan but it will not accept a.plan which places our dairy farmers at a disadvantage relative to less efficient farmers
in other States. Included in this plan will be progressive deregulation of restrictions in interstate trading in milk.

The policy clearly spelt out the government's intention. The government was using Midland
Milk Pty Ltd as the vanguard for implementing the policy to deregulate and so reduce the
price of liquid milk to the price of manufactured milk. There was no question that the
ALP policy at the last election would lead to that result. It has been a source of serious
embarrassment to the government to find that the Premier's family has been defrauding
dairy farmers to the extent that I have already mentioned.
Finally, at long last, the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs has had to concede
that the long established, tested and tried orderly marketing system is in the best interests
of the industry, as well as the consumer. The actIon he is now taking is to forget the sins of
the past by not prosecuting Midland Milk Pty Ltd and recoverin~ all the money owingfirstly, determining by prosecution the actual amount owing-he IS letting it get away with
hundreds of thousands of dollars. The Minister should just take up the recommendation I
read earlier, one of the options put to the June meeting of the Victorian Dairy Industry
Authority.
Why has the Minister waited so long when so much agony has been caused to those in
the industry? It is interesting to see the reaction by Midland Milk Pty Ltd to the Bill. The
company knows in its heart that while the government has this superficial and semantic
exercise under way of trying to bring it into line, the ALP policy which I read out a short
while ago is still binding on the government. The din~ctors of the company know in their
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hearts that the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs would like to see free trade and
so reduce the price of milk to the dairy farmers.
What is the Midland Milk Pty Ltd company saying to the government? In an article in
this week's Stock and Land on page 3, headed "Midland signals challenge to new Act"it describes the Bill we are debating as an Act-this appears:
Midland Milk has foreshadowed a High Court challenge to sections of new State dairy industry legislation
which will force the maverick processor to buy all its market milk from the VDIA.

Further in the article, this appears:
Mr Crothers said the VD lA move was the latest in a series of bureaucratic attacks on the company by the
authority begun at the direction ofMr Walker.
Mr Crothers likened conduct of the VDIA officers to that of "Gestapo stormtroopers" and said they had
threatened to prosecute the company when it tried to seek legal advice on their request.
"We have not and are not doing anything illegal. We have established this with four court successes to date, "
he said.

Mr Crothers is the person who, with his brother, owns Midland Milk Pty Ltd. It is very
clear that Midland Milk Pty Ltd could not care less about the proposed legislation. There
are mechanisms available to the company and I am sure it does not need me to tell it what
they are. The company will set up straw companies in other States. It will notionally be
buying milk through those straw companies and under section 92 it will subvert and
totally circumnavigate the legislation we are passing.
There is only one way that the maverick Midland Milk Pty Ltd company can be brou~t
into line and that is to go back to the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority's recommendation
(b), which I read out earlier. In conjunction with the authority'S legal advisers it specifies
the terms and conditions under which the authority is trading with Midland Milk Pty Ltd.
Mr Jolly interjected.
Mr I. W. SMITH-This is not important to the Treasurer because he is interested only
in getting home to bed.
It is very important to 10 000 dairy farmers and their families and the towns and
industries that depend upon this industry because it is the State's most important
decentralised industry. It is a disgrace that we are debating the Bill at this hour! Action
should have been taken on it when I signalled it earlier this year, but that action was not
taken. It is now so late that it is too late! Midland Milk Pty Ltd has made so much money
in defrauding--

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr I. W. SMITH-That it now has the capacity to set up mechanisms to get around
the Bill honourable members are being asked to support.
If this measure is not successful-which it will not be-the option that the Victorian
Dairy Industry Authority described in the June paper as having is a clear alternative. A
further alternative is for the authority to contract with each dairy farmer, and those who
are not prepared to contract on particular terms specified by the Victorian Dairy Industry
Authority would then, of course, not be eligible to receive a licence.
It is a sad state of affairs that the government is so ignorant and insensitive to the
importance of this industry that it allows something as serious as this matter to linger on
so long without taking action. I suggest that the government still will not take the action
recommended by the lawyers of the authority to collect all outstanding moneys defrauded
by Midland Milk Pty Ltd.

The Opposition is left with no choice but to support the Bill. We regard it as almost
useless-something which Midland Milk Pty Ltd will get around-but we do not want to
discourage the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs. We want to encourage him to
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move along the track he is at long last beginning to go down now that he has belatedly
seen a little wisdom.
Mr HANN (Rodney)-The National Party supports the Bill. We urged the government
to introduce the legislation in another place. For some years now members of the National
Party have been concerned about the actions of Midland Milk Pty Ltd in undercutting the
market milk price in New South Wales in arrangement with the Jewel Food Stores Pty Ltd
chain. It goes back to the last State election, when it first attempted the practice.

Earlier this year, Midland Milk Pty Ltd entered into the contractual arrangements again.
At that time the government was strongly supporting Midland Milk Pty Ltd in its
endeavours. The National Party expressed its concern. Members of the National Party
pointed out to the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs that if the practice were
allowed to continue it could undermine the orderly marketing system for not only liquid
milk but also manufactured milk, and the levy arrangements.
It took the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs about three months to realise the
National Party was correct. The Minister was rewriting National Party press releases and
saying what we were saying earlier in the year.
It is a matter of serious regret to the National Party that Midland Milk Pty Ltd sought
to undermine the orderly marketing arrangements and to place in jeopardy the livelihoods
of thousands of dairy farmers, simply for a short-term financial gain. In the long term, if
the company were to succeed in bringing down the orderly marketing arrangements
between the States, probably it would be one of the early casualties.
In this situation the Victorian processed milk industry is under the control of some of
the large supermarket chains and financial institutions. The Consolidated Foods empire,
Coles, with their links through Sandhurst Dairies, and the Brierley group are taking a close
interest in the processed milk industry. The National Party views those moves with some
concern.
The Midland Milk Pty Ltd company has been defying governments, defying the dairy
farmers and the dairy industry, as well as the national dairy industry. The Minister has
moved to strengthen the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority through the Bill.
I am conscious of ~he concerns expressed by the honourable member for Polwarth, in
that the company may well attempt to circumvent the government's move. If that happened
the government should delicense that company. It is a matter of grave concern to the
National Party that a company that has such close links with the Premier, through his
family connections, has continued to defy government policy and to proceed to place the
whole livelihood of the industry in jeopardy.
The National Party welcomes the passage of the Bill. Certainly we hope it will stop
Midland Milk Pty Ltd from continuing to break down the orderly milk marketing
arrangements. In the long term, the only way to ensure the viability of the industry is
through orderly marketing arrangements between Victoria and New South Wales.
Victorian dairy farmers are receiving a significantly increased share of the New South
Wales milk market as a result of the national marketing scheme under the Kerin plan.
However, that needs to be done on an orderly basis rather than through a renegade
company defying the orderly marketing arrangements and attempting to break them
down.
The National Party supports the Bill.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.
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WORKCARE COMMITTEE
The SPEAKER announced the receipt from the Council of the following resolution
with which they desired the concurrence of the Assembly:
1. That a joint Select Committee be appointed to inquire into and report upon all aspects of the operation of
Victorian Accident Compensation legislation and the WorkCare scheme, induding its administration by the
Accident Compensation Commission, the Accident Compensation Tribunal, the Victorian Accident Rehabilitation
Council, agents or any of the foregoing and any other person or body associated with any of the foregoing.
2. That, without at any time limiting the generality of the committee's powers of inquiry, the committee's
investigation shall include a review of the transitional proposals contained in clause 72 of the Accident
Compensation (Amendment) Bill as introduced into the Assembly on 17 September 1987 regarding• contributions of insurers towards compensation paid by the Accident Compensation Commission;
• conduct of common law proceedings; and
• supplementation payments from the Accident Compensation Fund;
and the committee shall report its findings on these matters no later than 1 March 1988.
Reporting
3. That the committee may report from time to time but shall present its final report no later than 31 May
1988.
Membership
4. That the committee shall consist of ten members comprising not more than six members of the Council
nor more than six members of the Assembly.
Quorum
5. That five members of the committee shall constitute a quorum of the committee, but a quorum shall not
consist exclusively of members ofthe Council or members of the Assembly.
Chairman
6. That the committee shall elect one of the government members ofthe committee to be chairman.
7. That the chairman shall have a deliberative vote and, in the event of an equality of votes, shall have a
casting vote.
Deputy Chairman
8. That the committee may elect a deputy chairman who shall exercise all the powers and perform all the
duties ofthe chairman at any time when the chairman is not present at a meeting of the committee.
Sitting Times and Places
9. That the committee may sit in such places in Victoria as seems most convenient for the proper and speedy
despatch of business.
10. The committee shall not sit while either House is actually sitting except by leave of that House and may
not, while either House is actually sitting, sit in any place other than a place that is within the Parliament
buildings.
Evidence
11. That the committee may send for persons, papers and records and report the minutes of evidence from
time to time.
12. That the committee shall unless it otherwise resolves take all evidence in public.
13. That the committee shall keep a record of all evidence given before it and determinations made by it.
14. That the committee have the power to authorise publication of any evidence given before it in public and
any document presented to it.
15. That as soon as practicable after the completion of each day's proceedings a transcript of the evidence
taken in public by the committee shall be published.
Payment of Members
16. That the committee be a committee to which section 51 A of the Parliamentary Committees Act 1968
applies.
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Conflict with Standing Orders
17. That the foregoing provisions of this resolution so far as they are inconsistent with the Standing Orders
and practices ofthe Houses shall have effect notwithstanding anything contained in those Standing Orders.
Expiry of Resolution
18. That this resolution shall have effect up to and until 31 May 1988.

Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I move:
That the resolution be agreed to.

I thank honourable members for their cooperation in this matter. Obviously it has been
agreed to in the other place. All parties have concurred in the terms of reference, the timing
and the priorities of the committee's work.
Mr GUDE (Hawthorn)-The Opposition is pleased at the establishment of the
committee. The House would be aware that the Opposition was seeking to have a committee
established, if necessary a Legislative Council committee. As a result of the cooperation of
the Treasurer ajoint House committee is to be established which the Liberal Party believes
will be appropriately supported with staff, and terms and conditions with which all parties
are pleased. We have no difficulty with that.
The Opposition has agreed to close down the Legislative Council committee as a
consequence of the establishment of the joint committee. We do so in the trust that the
joint committee, having now been established, will deal with all the matters listed in its
terms of reference.
The Opposition envisages that initially the committee will examine principally clause
72 of the Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill; also, that it will concurrently and
successively over the months ahead review the Accident Compensation Commission,
VARC, the tribunal, claims agents, previous insurers, employers and people employed in
the industry generally. We are concerned to ensure that these matters are properly taken
into account.
A number of areas have been of concern to the Opposition and another matter only has
come to my attention in the past 24 hours. I have had dropped on my desk a distribution
of blank medical certificates to a Or Griffiths.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member is well aware that the motion is not
the vehicle for going through the details. If he has matters that are the property of the
committee, that is where they should be discussed. I ask the honourable member to return
to the message and the creation of the committee.
Mr GUDE-It is mismanagement of this kind that has forced the Opposition to have a
committee established. We are glad that it has been established and we wish it well in its
deliberations.
Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS (Leader of the National Party)-The National Party supports
the resolution. It is important in that it sets out to tackle perhaps the ~eatest crisis that
has faced Victoria for many years. I am delighted to note in the resolutIon that the entire
matter is to be concluded by 1 March 1988. That means there will be great urgency upon
the committee and it will have to commence its activities at an early date.
It is simple to pass this resolution tonight but the real work is ahead of the ten members
who have the responsibility. The committee will comprise members of both Houses, with
a maximum of six from each of the Legislative Council and Legislative Assembly. I wish
the committee well.
I understand that the members will be elected forthwith. I shall await with interest the
nominations from the other parties. I wish it a speedy passage.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-By leave, I move:
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That Mr Gude, Mr McNamara, Mr MicalIef, Mr Pope, Mr Rowe, and Mr Stockdale be appointed members of
the WorkCare Committee.

The motion was agreed to.

ASSOCIATIONS INCORPORATION AND BUSINESS NAMES
(AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from the previous day) on the motion ofMr Mathews (Minister
for the Arts) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr JOHN (Bendigo East)-The Bill seeks to amend three Acts of Parliament: the
Associations Incorporation Act, the Business Names Act, and, the Magistrates (Summary
Proceedings) Act.
The Opposition supports the Bill which has six main features or purposes: firstly, it
facilitates the computerisation of the Corporate Affairs Office; secondly, it extends the
availability of penalty notices-called the PERIN system which stands for penalty
Enforcement by Registration of Infringement Notices-to enforcement of these Acts;
thirdly, it removes the age limit of 72 years of public officers; fourthly, it ensures that
incorporated associations are not used for sharehawking; fifthly, it provides that proprietors
of business names supply dates of birth in future; and, sixthly, it provides that expired
business names be unavailable to others for two months.
The Associations Incorporation Act was first introduced by the previous government.
It provided a simple and inexpensive method by which involuntary charity and sporting

associations could become incorporated. Many men and women give of their time to run
the affairs of voluntary associations in the community and we all benefit considerably as a
result.
Before the principal Act was introduced, these unincorporated associations had many
and numerous legal difficulties. For example, they could not own property in their own
right, enter into contracts in their own names, take out insurance policies to cover liabilities
incurred by persons acting on behalf of those associations or make simple arrangements
to dispose of property when the unincorporated association ceased to exist.
Problems were also faced by people who wished to deal with these associations. It was
extremely difficult to force agreements made with persons acting on behalf of
unincorporated associations. People who suffered loss or damage as a consequence of
actions or activities undertaken by such organisations often faced extreme difficulty in
establishing who would be held liable for damage or loss.
In the past many unincorporated associations overcame the difficulties I have mentioned
by incorporating under the Companies (Victoria) Code, but this was not entirely satisfactory
because the Companies (Victoria) Code imposed, and still imposes, stringent requirements
on the keeping and auditing of books and the lodging of documents and accounts with the
Corporate Affairs Office, and fees incurred under the Companies (Victoria) Code are not
inexpensive.
Prior to 1981 the vast majority of unincorporated associations did not seek incorporation
under the Companies (Victoria) Code or other legislation, such as cooperative Acts, then
in existence. Often members of the committees did not appreciate the legal risks they were
taking by not incorporating.
I shall briefly examine the amendments before the House. I refer, firstly, to the
computerisation of the Corporate Affairs Office. Changes will be made to ensure that the
public can obtain a quicker service by obtaining print-outs carrying the information sought
by the searchers.
The Penalty Enforcement by Registration of Infringement Notices-the PERIN systemshould improve the collection of penalties. Grave difficulties have been experienced in
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getting the PERIN system to work properly and huge backlogs have mounted up in the
system. Essentially, the PERIN system is a computerised operation of on-the-spot penalties
which proceed automatically to police and warrant stage upon non-payment of fines or
penalties.
Honourable members should hope that the system can be made to work properly
because, in theory, it is perfectly all right, but it has experienced the difficulties to which I
referred.
The Opposition supports the removal of the 72-year age limit because many retired
people serve in leadership positions on such voluntary organisations. Many retired people
want to perform such leadership roles and, under the previous legislation, they would
have been forbidden to do so when they reached 72 years of age.
With respect to sharehawking, the Opposition welcomes the government's position to
ensure that profit-making commercial operations should be incorporated under the
Companies (Victoria) Code and not under this Bill.
I understand there are 14 500 bodies incorporated under the Act. Therefore, it is a wellused method of incorporation by voluntary and sporting organisations. The Bill will
further improve the operation of the principal Act and the Opposition supports it.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

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

Because of the lateness of the hour, I seek leave to incorporate the second-reading notes in
Hansard.
Leave was granted, and the second-reading notes were as follows:
This is the first, and certainly one of the most important of the Bills to be introduced by the government to
modernise Victoria's health laws.
The purpose of the Bill is to reform the law as it relates to public health. Its proposals are the culmination ofa
great deal of work by the Health Legislation Review Unit under the leadership ofMr Alan Rassaby.
I take this opportunity of pointing out to the House that in formulating its recommendations to the government,
the unit has conducted an extensive consultation. It has released seven discussion papers on reform of public
health law and held eight seminars across Victoria directed at local government. It has also carefully considered
over 400 written submissions from interested organisations and members of the public following the release of
the discussion papers.
The current law applying to public health is found, essentially, in the Health Act 1958. The Act has a long
history, and many of its provisions continue to reflect its colonial origins. Much of the Act is anachronistic, and
no longer meaningful, or appropriate, in modern health law. Despite its shortcomings, the Health Act underpins
a wide range of public health programs. It is, therefore, essential that, if the Act is to continue to meet today's
needs, and those of the future, it must be a flexible, as well as a functional, document.
The Act must also clearly express the roles to be played by Health Department Victoria and by local government
in the provision of public health services. The significance of the Bill is that it signals a change in direction as to
the way in which those services are to be provided.
Under an amended Health Act, Health Department Victoria would be encouraged to be more of a standard
setter than an inspector and would have a cooperative consultative relationship with community organisations
and local government. The Bill will insert into the Act a statement of guiding principles, as well as goals for the
delivery of services.
It will repeal, or substantially modify, provisions which no longer serve a useful purpose or duplicate functions
of newer agencies, such as the Environment Protection Authority. It will also clearly identify the functions of the
Chief General Manager of Health Department Victoria and of municipal councils.
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A major underlying theme is that local government will continue to play a key role in the delivery of public
health programs. However, the Bill will remove unnecessary controls and restraints so that councils can determine
their own priorities in response to the particular needs of their residents.
Finally, the Bill encourages broad public participation in debate on issues affecting the health of the wider
community, most notably, through the introduction of health impact statements.
It is not my intention to take up the time of the House by discussing each of the clauses in detail. Nevertheless,
it may be helpful to honourable members if I outlined the thinking behind some of the more important
innovations contained in the Bill.

The Bill provides for the repeal of laws requiring the annual registration of special trades and for the transfer
of responsibility for administration of tips and waste management to the Environment Protection Authority.
The streamlining of controls will be of considerable benefit to industries, like the pig industry, which are currently
subject to multiple regulatory schemes and will eliminate duplication between State government departments
and between State and local governments.
New laws on regulation of accommodation for hire will replace archaic provisions on common lodging,
boarding and apartment houses while streamlined nuisance laws represent a major overhaul of a confused, but
important, area oflaw. Significantly, public health will in no way be compromised by these measures.
Indeed, the Bill will promote more stringent public health standards, among other things, through the adoption
of new water laws which will enable regulations to be made on such matters as the sampling and disinfection of
water supplies and the reporting of waterborne illnesses. Of particular importance are the provisions on infectious
diseases, including AIDS. The Bill places a clear responsibility on infected persons and those at risk to behave
responsibly. Those who fail to act responsibly may be prosecuted or may be required to be examined, tested,
counselled, or, in certain circumstances, isolated.
At the same time, the civil liberties of infected persons and those at risk are promoted through new antidiscrimination laws and, in the case of AIDS, through provisions requiring that the confidentiality of health
records be preserved and that persons tested for HIV antibodies receive adequate information about the nature
of the condition and its treatment.
The Bill also emphasises the importance of preschool immunisation. The requirement that parents or guardians
provide evidence of immunisation against prescribed diseases prior to school entry will be an important weapon
in the fight against measles. It should be noted that Victoria will be the first State in Australia to adopt in
legislation this National Health and Medical Research Council recommendation. Exceptions have been provided
where immunisation is medically inadvisable and in the event of conscientious objection.
It is appropriate that I foreshadow at this stage the introduction offurther legislation to reform our health laws
in future Parliamentary sittings. Work is well advanced on the development oflegislation relating to health care
agencies and charities.
It is planned to publish details of these proposals for public comment during the recess, with the view to debate
during the autumn sessional period.

I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until March 1, 1988.

CHILDREN AND YOUNG PERSONS BILL
Mr SPYKER (Minister for Consumer Affairs)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

I seek leave of the House to incorporate the second-reading notes in Hansard in view of
the late hour.

Leave was granted, and the second-reading notes were as follows:
The Children and Young Persons Bill which I am pleased to be introducing today on behalf of the Minister for
Community Services and the Attorney-General, represents a further response by the government to the
recommendations of the Child Welfare Practice and Legislation Review, known as the Carney report. The Bill
represents a major initiative in legislating for reform of child welfare practice and services, and of the juvenile
justice system in Victoria.
The Children and Young Persons Bill will consolidate, in one Act, the Childrens Court Act 1973, the Children's
Court (Amendment) Act 1986, the Community Services Bill 1986 and most provisions of the Community
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Welfare Services Act 1970. For the first time, all legislative provisions governing children and young people in
need of protection or who have committed offences and who come into contact with the legal system through the
Children's Court, will be brought together in one Act.
The Bill builds on significant changes which have been taking place within the court system to make it more
responsive to community needs, and follows earlier "Camey" legislative initiatives represented by the passage of
the Children's Court (Amendment) Act 1986 and the Community Services Act 1987.
The provisions of the Bill build on major changes in service design and program direction following the
assumption by Community Services Victoria in September 1985 of responsibility for child protection services in
Victoria. Further, the reforms introduced by the Bill mirror and support the major changes proposed in the CSV
service system as part ofthe Statewide redevelopment of services program, whereby CSV's services for children
in need of protection and care are clearly delineated from services for children and young people who have
offended. As part of the redevelopment of services, children and young people will be moved out of the large
central institutions, which are to be phased down, into appropriate community based facilities located in the
regions close to the families of the children involved.
OBJECTIVES OF THE LEGISLATION
Consistent with the recommendations of the Child Welfare Practice and Legislation Review, the Bill has a
number of objectives:
to strengthen the capacity of the Children's Court of Victoria as a specialist court dealing with all matters
relating to children and young people;
to maintain and strengthen the separation of the Family Division and the Criminal Division as two distinct
components of the court by providing for separate and different sets of dispositions to apply to non-criminal
and criminal matters respectively;
to provide for an extended and more flexible range of dispositions in each ofthe family and criminal divisions
of the court including options which enable children to remain at home wherever possible and appropriate;
to enhance the rights of children, young people and their families in their relationship with the court system,
Community Services Victoria, and the other service providers, in accordance with justice principles;
to strengthen the capacity of the community to protect children and young people who have been maltreated
or who are at risk of harm;
to provide an adequate and constructive response to the needs of children and young people who commit
offences;
to assist children and young people to remain wherever possible with their families~ and
to ensure that service providers are accountable for the performance oftheir responsibilities.
Certain basic principles guiding the operation of each division of the court are set out, drawing on those in the
Carney report. In the Family Division the emphasis is placed on the need to protect the family and cultural
connections of the child and to ensure that the welfare and interests of the child are the paramount consideration.
In both divisions the principles require the court, so far as possible, to ensure that the child understands the
proceedings and that it also takes into account the wishes expressed by the child.
THE CHILDREN'S COURT
The Children and Young Persons Bill seeks to ensure that procedures operating in the specialist Children's
Court are consistent with those prescribed in the Magistrate's Court Bill 1987, unless specific provisions to the
contrary are contained in Children's Court legislation.
The rights of children and young people who come before the court are clearly established in the legislation.
The Bill provides that proceedings and decisions of the court must be comprehensible to children and their
families, who have a right of access to information concerning such proceedings and decisions of the Children's
Court, including written copies and details of orders made by the court. Furthermore, copies of all reports
tendered to the court in both divisions must be forwarded to children and their legal representatives prior to the
hearing except in those Family Division matters where the court rules that there is material prejudicial to the
physical or mental health ofthe child or parent.
Consistent with rights that have been established in the adult jurisdiction, and are equally important in the
Children's Court, the Bill established the right of the child to separate legal representation in certain classes of
matters; and to the presence of an interpreter, both in court proceedings and in case planning meetings, where
the parties to the proceeding do not have an adequate knowledge of English.
A general right of appeal, including on questions oflaw, is provided in the Bill, in accordance with procedures
which apply in the Magistrates Court.
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PROTECTION OF CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE
REVISED GROUNDS FOR PROTECTION APPLICATIONS
The legislation introduces revised grounds for protection applications, similar to those proposed by the Carney
report but expanded to include the probability that a child will be harmed, so that protective action can be
initiated, where appropriate, before a child has actually been harmed. The ability to withhold the identity of
those providing information regarding suspected child maltreatment has been strengthened.
Procedures relating to the investigation of allegations of child maltreatment and the taking of children into
safe custody are set out, and the responsibilities of CSV and police as protective interveners are clarified. The
Bill provides for the Minister for Community Services to issue guidelines for protective interveners and the
conduct of their investigations.
PROTECTION REPORTS
The legislation provides for the department to prepare protection reports when requested by the court to assist
it in making a finding in complex cases of abuse. The matters which may be addressed in protection reports will
be legislatively limited to material which addresses one or more of the statutory grounds for protection. Similar
reports are to be provided by the department to the police if requested.
DISPOSITION REPORTS
To ensure the provision of quality advice and assistance to the court in its decision-making role with respect
to the placement or supervision of children found to be in need of protection, CSV will be required to provide
disposition reports. These reports will ensure that the court has available to it all the relevant information which
can be provided to ensure the child's future well-being and safety.
PROTECTION ORDERS IN THE FAMILY DIVISION
The Family Division has been provided with a broader range of protection orders for use when children are
found to be in need of protection. The new orders range from undertakings and supervision orders-where the
child can remain with his or her family-to orders vesting custody in a third party or vesting custody or
guardianship in the director-general-where a child is removed from the family. This expanded range of orders
will allow the court to determine a disposition which will best meet the needs of the individual child and family.
The new hierarchy of orders is designed to ensure:
(1) that the dispositional powers of the Family Division range from minimum to maximum intervention
in the life of the child, with principles to assist the court in choosing the least interventionist option appropriate;
and
(2) flexibility in the range of orders available to the Family Division including the capacity to add conditions
to these orders so that the court can "tailor" the order it chooses to the needs of the particular child and
family.
PERMANENT CARE ORDERS
The Children and Young Persons Bill provides for the Family Division of the court to make a permanent care
order in respect of certain children, such orders vesting guardianship and custody of a child in a new set of
"parents". These provisions have been included as a means of providing children with another family when their
own family is unable to provide for their long-term care-while enabling children to maintain maximum contact
and involvement with members of their natural family. Permanent care orders also provide a means of dealing
with "welfare drift", a problem which has troubled child welfare authorities the world over. This problem arises
when a child is temporarily taken into care by the State-but where, often because offailures in the child welfare
system, children drift on and become "lost" in the system, in some cases losing contact with their family.
Permanent care orders will enable these children to be cared for within a "permanent" family.
IRRECONCILABLE DIFFERENCE APPLICATIONS
Considerable public attention has been focused over the past twelve months on a legislative provision of the
various State child welfare systems whereby a court can make a finding that "a substantial and presently
irreconcilable difference" exists between a young person and their parents. Where such differences arise, the
government believes that greater emphasis must be placed on seeking to conciliate or mediate between family
members with the aim of assisting parents and young people to reach agreement without recourse to the court,
and adversary proceedings.
The Bill, therefore, provides for a mandatory "cooling-oft" period of 21 days. During this period, the young
person and his or her parents will be required to participate in a conciliation counselling process before the
matter can proceed to a court hearing. In this way, it is hoped that many of these difficult family disputes can be
resolved without the expense and bitterness of a court hearing.
CASE PLANNING AND ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
The Bill outlines a set of principles to govern case planning, that is, the decision-making process used by the
department when a court order vests responsibility in the director-general for the supervision, custody or
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guardianship of a child or young person. Such principles seek to ensure the optimum involvement of the child
and family in the case-planning process, and to ensure maximum accountability of decision-makers. It also
provides for the Aboriginal Child Placement principle to apply when an Aboriginal child or young person is
involved, with the object of reducing the inappropriate placement of Aboriginal children and young people as
has occurred too frequently in the past.
Provision is also made for review of case-planning decisions, both internally through departmental procedure,
and externally by providing for appeals to the Administrative Appeals Tribunal.
SERVICES FOR CHILDREN IN NEED OF PROTECTION
The Bill incorporates and updates major sections of the Community Welfare Services Act 1970 and provides
for the maintenance and funding of a range of community services, including foster care and a variety of
residential units which can meet the needs of particular children and young people. The Bill also sets out the
obligations and· rights of the director-general when he or she assumes guardianship or custody of a child or young
person.
DIVISIONS OF THE COURT
The rationale for the division of the Children's Court into a Family Division and a Criminal Division was
clearly and concisely set out in the Attorney-General's speech introducing the Children's Court (Amendment)
Act of 1986:
The Bill establishes two separate divisions in the Children's Court: a Family Division and a Criminal
Division. This step recognizes various claims in the Carney report that "adjudication in offender matters is
based on a philosophy focussing on the individual responsibility of the young offender whereas in protection
matters responsibility for the acts of omissions by adults should not be attributed to the child" (p. 238). The
jurisdiction is set out in ... the Act. In both family and criminal matters the many substantive, procedural and
disposition differences require that the cases be treated separately."
Where the Criminal Division believes that there are protective issues, the court may refer the matter to the
Director-General of Community Services Victoria for investigation and report. This ensures that protective
issues are dealt with in the Family Division and do not obscure issues of criminal responsibility which are the
proper concern of the Criminal Division. The offence, however, must still be dealt with in the Criminal Division
once the court is satisfied that the protective issues have been appropriately dealt with. This ensures that children
and young people recognise that there are consequences for breaking the law.
CHILDREN AND THE CRIMINAL LAW
The Bill sets out the rights of young people charged with, or found guilty of an offence, to be treated strictly in
accordance with justice principles, by:
revising the procedures and criteria for bail to ensure that young people are not denied bail on the grounds of
a lack of accommodation;
stipulating requirements relating to the content of pre-sentence reports, the right of access to these reports by
young people and their legal representatives; and the right to challenge information in the reports;
establishing entitlement to legal representation and defining the circumstances in which a young person must
be legally represented;
setting out the matters to be taken into account by the court when it decides which sentencing order to impose;
and
clearly setting out the procedures and penalties for breaches of sentencing orders.
PRE-SENTENCE REPORTS
Consistent with the recommendations of the Carney report, the Bill provides for pre-sentence reports to be
provided upon request to the court following a finding of guilt. These reports provide information to the court
which will assist the court in determining the most appropriate sentencing order for that particular child or young
person. Pre-sentence reports will be available to the child or young person and his or her legal representatives,
and will be provided by the Director-General of Community Services Victoria or the Chief General Manager of
Health Department Victoria.
AGE OF CRIMINAL RESPONSIBILITY
The government has accepted the recommendation of the Carney report regarding the age of criminal
responsibility, and the Bill provides that the age is raised from eight to ten years. Consistent with the separation
of non-criminal and criminal matters into the Family Division and the Criminal Division, children and young
people ten years of age and older who offend will be dealt with in the Criminal Division, and an appropriate
sentencing order selected for those found guilty of an offence.
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Consistent with the philosophy of the Bill, a guardianship to the director-general order, formerly known as
wardship, will no longer be available as a sentencing option in the Criminal Division.
NEW SENTENCING ORDERS IN THE CRIMINAL DIVISION
The Bill establishes a new and broader hierarchy of sentencing orders in the Criminal Division, which will
provide the court with greater flexibility in sentencing. Consistent with changes in the adult jurisdiction, additional
non-custodial options have been created while, in addition to any other order, the court may order the young
person to pay restitution or compensation. Recognising that the offences of some young people will warrant
custodial sentences, and that guardianship will no longer be available as a criminal disposition, special provision
has been made for the younger or more vulnerable offender by means of a youth residential centre order.
A youth training centre order will continue to be a custodial option for offenders over the age offourteen years.
A youth residential board, whose role will mirror that of the Youth Parole Board, will be established to
determine questions of parole and related matters for young persons in youth residential centres.
SERVICES FOR CHILDREN AND YOUNG PERSONS FOUND GUILTY OFCOMMITfING AN OFFENCE
The Bill, along with the expanded range of sentencing orders, provides for the establishment or maintenance
of corrective services for children and young people, with a particular emphasis on an expanded range of
community based corrections programs. These services were foreshadowed in the January 1987 Draft Strategy
Plan for the Redevelopment of CSV Protective and Correctional Services for Children and Young People,
prepared by Community Services Victoria.
The range of correctional services to be provided by CSV will include community based probation, supervision
and youth attendance programs, and institutional care for the small group of offenders requiring a custodial
order. In recognition of the special requirements and vulnerability of children and young people between ten and
fifteen years of age whose offence warrants a custodial sentence, CSV is establishing youth residential centres
which will provide "special direction, support, educational opportunities and supervision" for these young
people.
TRANSFERS BETWEEN YOUTH TRAINING CENTRE AND PRISON
The government believes, along with many in the community, that it is no longer appropriate that young
people should be transferred from youth training centres to prison (or from prison to youth training centres) by
administrative fiat. As a consequence, the Bill provides that such transfers in future should be authorised only by
the Youth Parole Board, or Adult Parole Board, which is presided over by a judge. In this way, the community
can be assured that adequate safeguards are built in to protect the interests of the child or young person, on the
one hand, and the community, on the other hand.
CONCLUSION
The Children and Young Persons Act will be jointly administered by the Attorney-General and the Minister
for Community Services, with the exception of those parts governing the provision of protective and corrective
services, which will continue to be administered by the Minister for Community Services. It makes a major
contribution to the significant reforms to the Victorian legal system which have been carried out by this
government over recent years, and to the major changes to protective and corrective services and legislation
currently being undertaken. In addition to this Bill, continuing improvements are being introduced by CSV in
respect of practice and program delivery, while 1988 will also see the introduction of a new consolidated
Community Services Bill. This Bill will incorporate the remaining provision of the Community Welfare Services
Act 1970, the Community Services Act 1987 and additional legislative measures needed to govern the provision
and funding of community services as proposed by the Carney report and other reviews of community services.
These reforms will, I believe, make a major contribution to the improvement of the child welfare and juvenile
justice systems in Victoria. For the first time, all legislative provisions relating to children and young people who
are in need of protection or who have committed offences will be found in one Act, which will be of significant
assistance to children and their practitioners, the court and the community.
It is the intention ofthe government that the Children and Young Persons Bill lie over for debate and passage
in the 1988 autumn sitting, thus providing ample time for consultation and consideration of the many detailed
provisions of the Bill which are of such importance to so many children and young people and their families in
Victoria.

I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until March 1, 1988.
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TEACHING SERVICE (AMENDMENT) BILL
This Bill was returned from the Council with a message relating to amendments.
Council's amendments:
1. Clause 5, lines 31 and 32, omit all words and expressions on these lines and insert"association of employees or a group of associations of employees recognised under Part V of".
2. Clause 7, page 6, line 25, omit "them" and insert "then".
3. Clause 9, lines 11 and 12, omit all words and expressions on these lines and insert"association of employees or a group of associations of employees recognised under Part V of the".
4. Clause 12, line 17, after "12." insert "( 1)".
5. Clause 12, line 19, after this line insert'(2) After section 55B of the Industrial Relations Act 1979 insertGroups of associations of teacher employees may be recognised
"55C. A group of associations of employees in which the majority of the employees in each association
are members of the teaching service under the Teaching Service Act 1981 or the technical and
further education teaching service under the Post-Secondary Education Act 1978 may, subject to
approval of an application under this Part, be recognised, as an association for the purposes of this
Act with respect to any trade or trades and, if so recognised, has the rights duties and status of a
recognised association of employees with respect to the trade or trades concerned." '.
6. Clause 13, line 30, omit "college" and insert "institution".
7. Clause 13, page 12, line 33, omit "a" and insert "an institution or".

On the motion ofMr FORDHAM (Acting Premier), the amendments were agreed to.

LA TROBE UNIVERSITY (AMENDMENT) BILL
This Bill was returned from the Council with a message relating to amendments.
Council's amendments:
1. Clause 4, line 2, after "On" insert "1".
2. Clause 4, line 4, omit "1978" and insert "1972".

On the motion ofMr FORDHAM (Acting Premier), the amendments were agreed to.

RIVER MURRAY WATERS (AMENDMENT) BILL
This Bill was returned from the Council with a message relating to an amendment.
Council's amendment:
Insert the following new clause to follow clause 8:
New section 19 substituted.
'A. For section 19 of the Principal Act substituteCertain documents to be laid before Parliament.
"19. The Minister shall cause a copy of each report and statement submitted by the Commission under
clause 68 of the Agreement to the Ministerial Council to be laid before each House of the Parliament
without delay." '.

On the motion ofMr FORD HAM (Acting Premier), the amendment was agreed to.
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LAND (AMENDMENT AND MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS) BILL
This Bill was returned from the Council with a message relating to amendments.
Council's amendments:
1. Clause 4, line 22, after "industry." insert:

"(7) The Minister cannot, under sub-section (3), sell to a public authority land described in Schedule Three
A."

2. Clause 4, after line 24 insert:
'(3) After Schedule Three of the Principal Act insert:
Section 99
"Schedule Three A
Land to which section 99 does not apply.

Situation and
area of land.

Instrument
and date of
temporary
reservation.

City of South
Order in Council
Melbourne
5 August 1889
Parish of
Melbourne South,
1213 square metres

Description of
land by reference Particulars of
to Government
registration
Gazette.
of Crown grant.

Government
Gazette
9 August 1889,
page 2727

Purpose of
reservation.

Extent of
revocation.

Site for
Homeopathic
Hospital

The entire
reserve

On the motion ofMr FORDHAM (Acting Premier), the amendments were agreed to.

FIREARMS (AMENDMENT) BILL
This Bill was returned from the Council with a further message relating to amendments.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-Clause 9 of the Bill
was amended by the Legislative Council and that amendment was further amended by
this House so that the paragraph read:
"(a) is a person engaged in primary production within the meaning of Part IlIA, or has another good reason to
possess that fireann; and".

When the Bill was returned to the Council, that House inserted the following words into
the paragraph in place of the words omitted by the Assembly:
is a member and has been a member for not less than twelve months of a sporting or recreational shooting
organisation approved by the Fireanns Consultative Committee"

Therefore, I move:
That the further amendment be agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That amendment No. 28 be now agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.
It was ordered that the Bill be returned to the Council with a message intimating the
decision of the House.

VICTORIAN GOVERNMENT MAJOR PROJECTS UNIT
Mr FORDHAM (Acting Premier)-By leave, I move:
That there be laid before this House a copy of the Report of the Victorian Government Major Projects Unit
for the five months ending June 1987.
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The motion was agreed to.

Mr FORDHAM (Acting Premier) presented the report in compliance with the foregoing
order.
It was ordered that the report be laid on the table.

COMMAND PAPER
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services) presented, by command
of His Excellency, the Governor, the report of the police department for the year 1986-87.
It was ordered that the report be laid on the table and be printed.

PAPERS
The following papers, pursuant to the directions of several Acts of Parliament, were laid
on the .table by the Clerk:
Attorney-General's Department-Report for the year 1986-87.
Police and Emergency Services Ministry-Report for the year 1986-87.
Rural Water Commission-Report for the year 1986-87-0rdered to be printed.
Small Business Development Corporation-Report for the year 1986-87.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Environment Protection Act 1970-Nos 291,292.
Health Act 1958-Nos 288,290, 301.
Pharmacists Act 1974-No. 289.
Police Regulation Act 1958-No. 294.
Public Service Act 1974-PSD 48.

ADJOURNMENT
Christmas felicitations-Frankston ring road-Hoppers Crossing Post-Primary SchoolWolrs discotheque-Waste in Department of Labour-V/Line sponsorship-Prison
escapees
Mr FORDHAM (Acting Premier)-I move:
That the House, at its rising, adjourn until a day and hour to be fixed by Mr Speaker, which time of meeting
shall be notified to each member of the House by telegram or letter.

I take this opportunity of thanking members on all sides of the House for their contribution
to the operation of Parliament in 1987. All honourable members are well aware of the
increasing demands being made upon members in terms of their time and resources by
the community and the increased expectations of members of Parliament, as individuals
in their electorates, and, collectively as Parliament, by the community. We have an
important responsibility about which I am sure honourable members are conscious.
I note that this is the third year of the fiftieth Parliament during which there have been
a total of 50 separate sitting days of an average of 9 hours a day. It has been a significant
year in terms of legislation and Parliamentary commitment.
All honourable members will agree that the new structure arrangements that have been
followed this year after the restructuring of the school year has been of benefit to honourable
members and it has given them a greater opportunity to spend more time with their
families. Of course, that pattern will continue into the future.
I turn now to those people who have made a specific contribution to the operation of
Parliament over the past twelve months. Firstly, to you, Mr Speaker, for your contribution

Adjournment

13 November 1987

ASSEMBLY

2585

in chairing the proceedings of the House. There is no doubt, from the words of affection
now flowing across the Chamber, that you enjoy the confidence and respect of all honourable
members, and in your engaging and witty way you always seem to break any tension that
arises from time to time in this House.
I also extend our thanks to the Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees, the
honourable member for Sunshine, who is always ready and able to assist you. The
honourable member has his own special inimitable style and method of operation. The
government looks forward to his continuing assistance.
I extend my thanks, and that of the House, to the Clerks who perform their difficult job
with admirable patience and care. I thank the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly, Ray
Boyes, the Deputy Clerk, John Little, the Assistant Clerk, Phil Mithen, the Second Assistant
Clerk (Resource Management), Elke Barbian, the Serjeant-at-Arms, Peter Bramley, the
Procedure Officer, Neville Holt and the Reader-a position, shared by Mark Roberts and
Gavin Jackson-the Clerk of the Papers, Ray Purdey and other Papers Room staff, all of
whom do their job so well and make our task so much easier. I am sure all honourable
members appreciate the efforts made by the people to whom I have referred.
I particularly thank the Hansard staff who again have performed their work with their
customary speed and efficiency. It is a remarkable talent that our Hansard staff have, and
we are fortunate to have such dedicated and talented people working in the Victorian
Parliament. I extend our thanks to the Chief Reporter, Les Johns, and his staff for their
excellent work and their ability to make the language that flows across this Chamber much
more elegant than it often sounds to those who are actually here.
Again enormous pressure has been placed on the Government Printer while Parliament
has been sitting. I thank the Government Printer, Frank Atkinson, and his staffwho have
continued to live up to the very difficult task facing them throughout the year. I am certain
all honourable members appreciate their efforts.
I also extend our thanks to the Librarian, Bruce Davidson, and his staff for their
tremendous cooperation. Our Parliamentary Library is becoming a great resource centre,
and is being increasingly used by all members of Parliament. I thank the Library staff for
their efforts.
.
I thank the manager of the Parliamentary refreshment rooms, Hank van Houten, and
the Assistant Mana~er, Sid Koehrer. The refreshment room staff cope with honourable
members perhaps In a more relaxed atmosphere but they still work in a difficult
environment. I believe they perform their tasks admirably.
I also thank our hard working attendants led by Colin Howarth, and the orderlies, who
work with him. The Premier asked me to extend his special thanks to Bill Jarrett. The
attendants and orderlies play a special role in that they also have to work quickly and
often in difficult circumstances. On behalf of honourable members, I offer my sincere
thanks to them for their outstanding work.
I extend my thanks to Bill Ward, the Secretary of the Joint House Committee, and I pay
tribute to Bob Duguid, who retired this year after eighteen years' service. They make an
important contribution to the workings of this House. I am sure all honourable members
will join with me in paying tribute to Bob Duguid and we wish him well in his retirement.
Finally, I express my thanks to the gardener, Mr Bruce McQuade, to the engineer, Mr
Alan Beatson, to Neil Foster in the Post Office, to Priscilla Reynolds, who works on the
switchboard and to the police officers who perform their jobs carefully and unobtrusively.
It is important that honourable members do not take for granted the contribution the
support staff make to the successful operation of this Parliament. They are integral to its
workings and honourable members are well served.
I take the opportunity of thanking the members of the Press Gallery for their contribution.
All honourable members recognise the important role the press play in a democratic
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society. From time to time, honourable members do not always agree with their
interpretation of events. Nevertheless, they have a very important role to play. Victorians
are well served by the Press Gallery.
I personally thank the various Leaders of the parties for the contributions they have
made in facilitating the despatch of business in the Legislative Assembly. To the honourable
member for Ripon, who was later succeeded by the honourable member for Gippsland
West as Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party, I extend my thanks. Honourable members
will know that we meet once a week and we continue to liaise to ensure that the House
deals with its business as expeditiously as possible.
The Whips of all parties-the honourable members for Richmond, Malvern and
Gippsland East-have an important role to play in the satisfactory running of Parliament,
as all honourable members have witnessed. A special relationship seems to have emerged
between those honourable members despite differences in both age and attitude.
I thank all members of the House for their contributions to the workings of Parliament
during both the autumn and spring sessional periods this year. On behalf of the government
I wish all honourable members both joy and peace in the coming Christmas season. I hope
they will use the opportunity of having a well deserved break with their families and I look
forward to seeing all honourable members at the Parliamentary Christmas function.
I hope all honourable members enjoy the holiday period and return in 1988. There is a
good deal of work that needs to be done both for our constituents and for Parliament. I
wish all honourable members well for the future.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-Ijoin the Acting Premier in passing on my
best wishes to you, Mr Speaker, and to the Clerks and all other Parliamentary officers who
have ensured the smooth running of Parliament. At this late hour I do not intend naming
each officer, believing that the Acting Premier has admirably performed that task.
On behalf of the Liberal Party I extend to all members of Parliament and their families
a pleasant, restful and safe Christmas period.
I must note that it is somewhat extraordinary that such felicitations are being expressed
in the middle of November, some six weeks before Christmas. Under normal circumstances
Parliament would have been sitting much closer to the Christmas break and weeks such
as this would have been avoided.
Any honourable member who wishes to have an exciting day today is invited to join the
Liberal Party at its conference at Hawthorn. The conference is due to commence in a
couple of hours and it would be a wonderful way for honourable members to begin their
Christmas break!
On behalf of the Liberal Party I wish all honourable members well.
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-I join with the Acting Premier
and the Leader of the Opposition in extending to all members and staff best wishes for a
happy Christmas. I shall not go over the ground so ably covered by the Acting Premier,
but my feelings are just as sincere.
Without being unpleasant, I make the point that Parliament should have sat next week.
I say no more than that. It is beyond the control of the Acting Premier, but someone will
die one year in this place, as certain as the day dawns, because of the strain imposed on
honourable members.
Despite all that, I pay tribute to the Acting Premier for the way that he has handled an
almost impossible task. He has handled his task with great ability, charm and tact and has
contributed to an extent that I have seldom seen before. The Acting Premier is a good
person to do business and reach agreement with, and I pay that tribute to him.
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Christmas is a Christian festival and all honourable members look forward to it. All the
best of Christmas comes through the Christian tradition. I hope that is not forgotten in
this day and age.
There is no time better for politicians to be with their families and enjoy themselves
than between 23 December and 23 January. If honourable members do not make
themselves available to spend every night and a considerable part of the day with their
families they are not showing good sense or much consideration for their families. That is
the only time of the year when I have found from long experience that the opportunity
exists to lead the life of an ordinary worker in the community. For one month in the year
you can do your job and at the same time spend time with your family and have reasonable
rest.
Mr Speaker, to you and all the staff and the members' families, a happy and safe
Christmas. Those good wishes come not only from myself but from all members of the
National Party.
.
The SPEAKER-Order! I add a few remarks without repeating what has already been
so ably said by the Acting Premier. I thank the Clerks at the table for the contribution that
they make to the good running of the place and I thank, on their behalf, the Acting Premier
for his remarks.
I thank the Chairman of Committees, the honourable member for Sunshine, and the
temporary chairmen who have assisted in that position, for their contribution in assisting
me in what, on many occasions, is a tense and difficult position; I am indebted to them. I
thank my personal staff, Mr Max Beckman, who went to a grander position during the
year. I thank Silvio Russo, Margaret Moy and Murray La Rosse.
I make just one mention of the outside staff, Mr Lou Varossy, who is retiring next week.
He has worked for fourteen years at Government House and at Parliament as a carpenter,
a joiner and cabinet maker. His skills as a craftsman will be greatly missed at Parliament
and Government House and I wish him well.
I wish all members of staff a safe and happy festive season.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr FORDHAM (Acting Premier)-I move:
That the House do now adjourn.

Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South)-In the absence of the Minister for Transport, I
direct a matter to the attention of the Acting Premier. Since returning to Parliament in
1985, I have made numerous representations to the Minister for Transport both in this
House and by letter, about the ring road that is paramount to the development of the
Frankston community and business centre.
Recently, after the final development plans had been drafted and departmental staffhad
visited the area, the Minister for Local Government launched this project. It would appear
that everything is in order for the $120 million project to go ahead. The ring road is
paramount to relieve the traffic that now travels through Frankston.
Most of the through traffic is via the Nepean Highway or the freeway. The ring road
turns left at Nepean Highway over the Cranbourne Road bridge, via Quality Street, to an
overpass at Beach Street via the east-west road to the Nepean Highway. Without the ring
road it would be impossible to guarantee the viability of the project.
The Frankston City Council and I, on its behalf, have approached the Minister for
Transport to allow the project to go ahead. Without the help of the government, the ring
road will not be developed. While in opposition, the Labor Party supported the building
of an overpass at the Beach Street crossing. The present Minister for Education was
adamant that the construction at the Frankston station go ahead. That did not eventuate
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because the plans were scrapped and funds were not provided. Nothing has happened
since 1982.
I make a plea to the Minister for Transport, through the Acting Premier, that
consideration be given to allocating funds to this project. I shall even consent to the
honourable member for Werribee adding my request to his claim list from the Liberal
Party for 1989-1990, or 1991. That will be one right out of the last six requests that he
said I have made. At least this time the name will be correct.
On behalf of the Frankston City Council and the 96 000 people who live in Frankston,
I ask that the ring road be given the go ahead. Without it, Frankston will be doomed to
becoming a second-rate shopping centre. No-one wants that to happen.
Dr COGHILL (Werribee)-The matter I raise for the attention of the Minister for
Education involves the Hoppers Crossing Post-Primary School, which is now in its fourth
year and which will offer Year 11 courses next year.
The matter relates to the necessity for adequate science, trade and other special equipment
and materials to be made available at the beginning of the 1988 school year to cater for
the Year 11 courses and the additional number of students who will be attending the
school next year.
I was invited by the principal to visit the school to meet with the school council and the
students of the school to examine the situation about which they are concerned.
The first point that should be made is that this school has grown very rapidly. It will
now be of the order of 1000 students at Year 11 and its growth rate has exceeded all
expectations. It certainly appears to have exceeded all of the expectations of the Ministry
of Education and its various offices at a regional and central level. It is probably this
extraordinary growth rate as much as anything that has led to the problem facing the
school.
It is worth saying that the high growth rate is due to a significant change in the pattern
of growth in the Hoppers Crossing area. Previously, most of the new households were
young married couples without school-aged children. Increasingly, we are finding that
more mature people are moving into the houses bringing with them children who are
already of school age, especially secondary school age.

The school is well equipped with buildings, but the principal, the school council and the
students are concerned that currently there is insufficient equipment, tools and other
materials for the full range of Year 11 courses.
It would appear that there may be an anomaly in the funding arrangements. In this
particular case, it is the only education region in which there is more than one postprimary school, a new school, designated a post-primary school, and three of these schools
are within the Western Metropolitan Region.

The special grants that are made available to regions for equipping these new postprimary schools may not recognise that three such schools are situated in the western
metropolitan areas and, as a consequence, the available funds have to be split between
those three schools whereas in every other region they can be devoted to a single new postprimary school. Therefore, in 1988, unless additional funding can be made available or
redirected from other sources, possibly there will be insufficient tools for the more
sophisticated type of woodwork and metalwork carried out by students at that level and
more sophisticated office training and computer use will be offered to students in Year 11.
The sum of money involved is significant. The school estimates that something of the
order of $120 000 is required to ensure adequate equipping of the school for Year 11 in
1988. The equipment will then be available for Year 12 in 1989 and for students in
succeeding years. Equipment in most cases is permanent equipment rather than nonconsumables. Therefore, it will be of value to succeeding generations of students.
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I ask the Minister to look into the matter.

Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-I direct the attention of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services to a matter that concerns the operation of a teenage disco by the name
of Wolfs. That disco is operating at the Mathew Hinders Hotel, which is within the
Minister's electorate. They let me into the disco.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr COLEMAN-They let me in and certainly let me out again, which is something
that would not happen to the honourable member who interjected.
During the discourse in this House on the Liquor Control Bill it became clear that there
is a community demand for access of teenagers to non-alcoholic venues and Wolfs disco
is operating on a Saturday afternoon specifically for teenagers in a facility otherwise known
as Zagames Restaurant.
The venue has been providing, since August of this year, a social and entertainment
opportunity for approximately 350 young people each Saturday. They are being drawn
from the Waverley, Oakleigh and Malvern areas. There has been no complaint other than
the complaint from other hotel operators as to the way the facility has been functioning.
It seems that those people involved with the welfare of youth in the area are happy with
the way it has been conducted. If we take into consideration the import of what was
included in the Liquor Control Act, there is a reason why the facility should be allowed to
function.
Based on the complaint from other hotel operators, the police have indicated to the
operators of Wolfs disco that as of tomorrow-or should I say later today-they are no
longer able to operate the facility, given the complaints that they have had.
I am seeking from the Minister an undertaking that he will have the matter investigated
to see whether it is possible to have the facility continue operating until the time the
Liquor Control Act amendments that went through this House are proclaimed and made
operational in February next year.
Within the community there is general support for the operation of the facility. but
several hotel operators are concerned about it because they cannot offer the same facilities
to young people in the premises they currently occupy.
I hope the facility will continue to operate up until the time that the Liquor Control Act
amendments are proclaimed.

Mr GUDE (Hawthorn)-I direct a matter to the attention of the Minister for Labour
and, in his absence, to the Acting Premier. It relates to what I regard as an extreme waste
of money in that particular department. Recently the department introduced a new set of
forms to be completed by officers within the Department of Labour and I suppose it is
relevant that there should be some sort of education program. However, sendinr six people
all the way to Wangaratta, putting them up overnight and then training loca officers in
the administration of filling out a fairly simple form is an extreme waste of taxpayers
money.
It is an area that ought to be added to the Liberal Party's waste watch program because
it is clearly an extreme waste. Six men headed by a man by the name of Frank Bricknell
went to W,angaratta on Wednesday, October 28, stayed overnight, took two cars to get
there at the taxpayers expense to train people to fill out a form. It has to be the ultimate in
absurdity and mismanagement.
I ask the Minister to play closer attention to matters carried out within his department,
and I can only assume that it is happening without his knowledge.
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I direct the matter to his attention and I ask that he take appropriate steps to correct it.
Mr LEIGH (Malvern)-I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for Transport
and, in his absence, the Acting Premier. It concerns an article in the V/Line Update of
October 1987. An article on the back page is entitled, "Club thanks Kevin". I will quote
from that article in the transport magazine.
The article states:
An idea brewed up over a couple of after-work drinks had an unusual ending fourteen years later for Kevin
Baker, V/Line's Manager of Promotions. In recognition of that idea ...

Which was the Vinelander Plate... the Mildura Racing Oub presented Kevin with a pewter tankard after the running of the fourteenth Vinelander
Plate.

The Vinelander Plate is a horserace event. Therefore, this massive Ministry of Transport
organisation, which is currently losing $1750 a minute, is involved in sponsoring horseracing. The article continues:
This was the first time a government department had ever sponsored a horserace.

We have what can be described as the mug punters at it again! Not only is it occurring in
other areas of government, but it is also occurring now in V/Line. Next, they will be
betting on horses on the track.
Accompanying the article is a picture of various individuals all standing around, smiling
nicely, with the pewter mug which was presented to Kevin, the manager. I should like to
list the individuals depicted in the photograph, and I seek action from the Minister to
ensure that he no longer involves organisations within his portfolio in this sort of activity.
The photograph includes the President of the Mildura Racing Club, Don Hartley, presenting
Kevin with his engraved tankard. Pictured also are the General Manager of Passen~er
Services, Len Harper, and the "Assistant Transport Minister", Mr "Jack Shop Tradlng
Simpson", the honourable member for Niddrie.
It appears this time that he wants to be the mug punter in this activity as the "Assistant
Transport Minister". It seems to me that this "Assistant Transport Minister" is in training
to take over from the present incumbent of the portfolio. He is responsible for the latest
little exercise. That is not good enough.
Mr Micallef-It is ajoke!
Mr LEIGH-Is it a joke to have the transport system losing $1750 a minute? Imagine
what could be done with that sort of money! For example, it may assist in saving the
Springvale Hospital-that is, if the honourable member for Springvale were interested. A
whole range of things could be done with that kind of money.
The fact is that the government is involving itself for the first time ever in sponsorship
of horseraces. It is clearly not the responsibility of V/Line or the Met to become the
de facto Victoria Racing Club. However, I am reminded by the honourable member for
Syndal that the government has been at it again at Traralgon. This involvement must
stop.
I know that the acting or vice Premier, or whatever he wishes to call himself-The SPEAKER-Order! The Acting Premier.
Mr LEIGH-Even the Acting Premier indicates by his nodding that the accepts that it
is not V/Line's responsibility.
Mr Fordham-I am just trying to stay awake; that is all.
Mr LEIGH-The Acting Premier says he is trying to stay awake, but I remind him at
4.20 a.m. that he is responsible for the House sitting at this hour. He is the one who wants
late sittings.
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The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member has 1 minute to get to the point.
Mr LEIGH-I seek action from the Minister for Transport to stop V/Line from being
involved in horseracing. It is enough that it is involved in the XXX X market through the
State Electricity Commission.
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley)-The matter I raise for the attention of the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services concerns a report in Thursday's Melbourne Herald
that a court ruled in favour of an escapee. My point in raising the matter is that a ludicrous
situation has arisen regarding police gaols: if a prisoner escapes from a certain holding
prison he is not deemed to have escaped from legal custody.
The situation has occurred where, because of the overcrowding at Pentridge Prison,
prisoners are being held in police gaols-some of the police gaols are three-day and others
are seven-day holding gaols. A number of instances occur when prisoners are held beyond
the proclaimed number of days.
If the prisoners then attempt to escape or succeed in doing so, they are not deemed to
have escaped or attempted to escape from legal custody. As the article states, the Melbourne
Magistrates Court found that the prisoner concerned was not escaping illegally. If a
prisoner is successful, he is not regarded as having legally escaped.

Overcrowding of prisons has caused a ludicrous situation and I ask the Minister to
rectify that situation because what is happening is undermining the morale of the Police
Force.
Police take into custody a suspect only after a lot of effort has gone into capturing that
person. If the suspect then escapes from a police gaol after the proclaimed limit, the police
are made to look silly because, under the present situation, the suspect is not deemed to
have made a legal escape. The waste of manpower and time involved in this exercise is
enormous. One aspect is the time spent by police ferrying prisoners from one gaol to
another. Once a prisoner has been in a holdIng cell beyond a proclaimed number of days,
he must then be ferried to another police station when the proclaimed time has expired.
Prisoners are being moved from one police station to another all around the Melbourne
area. The inevitable happens; prisoners escape. Two escaped from Dandenong this week,
another from Greensborough.
The government seems to have ample money for expenditure on projects such as the
National Tennis Centre and the convention centre but it does not have enough money
available to carry out the necessities of government. One of those necessities is the proper
control of prisoners in custody who should really be held in Pentridge Prison, but cannot
be accommodated because of the overcrowded conditions.
Another problem is faced by the families who want to visit prisoners. Because of the
ludicrous situation of prisoners being ferried from one gaol to another, it is hard for
families to ascertain where prisoners are located from one day to the next.
The early release scheme is also being further assisted by this ridiculous situation. I call
upon the Minister and his colleague, the Attorney-General in another place, to urgently
seek a rectification of this situation so that not only are prisoners securely held in custody
but also the morale of the Police Force-which I consider to be the most important
factor-is not destroyed.
Mr FORDHAM (Acting Premier)-I thank the honourable members for Frankston
South, Werribee, Syndal, Hawthorn, and Malvern for the matters they have raised and I
am sure the issues will be expeditiously attended to by the Ministers concerned.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for the Arts)-The honourable member for Syndal raised
with me the future of a disco operated by the Matthew Flinders Hotel that is situated in
the electorate I represent. The local community and, in particular, the younger members
of the local community, want that disco to continue.
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The government has taken appropriate legislative action which will enable the disco to
continue to be operated from the date of the proclamation of that proposed legislation.
In the interim, a problem does exist. The police are already consulting with the Liquor
Control Commission in an attempt to overcome the problem and anything that the
Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources or I can do to facilitate the overcoming
of that problem will be done.
.
The honourable member for Glen Waverley raised with me the situation that has arisen
as a result of the fact that virtually no additions to prison accommodation in Victoria
were undertaken between 1967 and 1972 and the consequent need for prisoners to be held
in police cells in circumstances which otherwise would be inappropriate.
The government certainly regards this situation as totally undesirable. We would not
want prisoners to be held under these conditions nor would we wish to have members of
the Police Force required to carry out these duties.
Action is being taken to overcome the situation in as much as something like 800
additional prison cells are currently under construction in Victoria.
The honourable member made reference to the government's inappropriate priorities
and said that the government did not find money for necessities to deal with the problem.
The fact is that the government is spending over $40 million a year over the next five
years to get those additional 800 cells on stream. This contrasts starkly with the fact that
In the years preceding, the previous Liberal government was spending between
$2 million and $3 million a year on additional prison accommodation.
Over recent weeks I have been consulting with the Attorney-General who is the Minister
responsible for the Office of Corrections in an attempt to achieve an interim solution to
these problems. I believe the solution will be implemented within the next few days.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at 4.27 a.m. (Saturday).
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The following answers to questions on notice were circulated-

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES ANNUAL REPORTS
(Question No. 23)

Mr PERRIN (Bulleen) asked the Minister for Water Resources:
1. Which departments, authorities and agencies within his administration are required to present annual
reports to Parliament?
2. Whether any of these bodies had not lodged their 1985-86 annual report by 31 December 1986; if so-(a)
what is the name of each body; (b) what was the reason for those annual reports not being lodged in accordance
with the appropriate Act; and (c) what action is being taken to ensure that those bodies comply with their Act?

Mr McCUTCHEON (Minister for Water Resources)-The answer is:
1. The tabling of annual reports in Parliament by agencies is a requirement ofthe Annual Reporting Act and
the regulations made under it and/or the legislation establishing the agency. The information requested by the
honourable member on which agencies are required to report is publicly available information and the Papers
Office in the House maintains detailed records as to tabling dates.

2. On Tuesday, 3 March, the Treasurer tabled a paper in the Assembly relating to exemptions granted to
public bodies and government departments and extensions of time granted to public bodies and government
departments and extensions of time granted to public bodies under certain provisions of the Annual Reporting
Act. This paper indicates the reasons for the exemptions/extensions being granted. The Rural Water Commission
was granted an extension but it should be noted that its report has been tabled.
2 (a) The following agencies required to lodge annual reports to Parliament under provisions in their own
legislation did not do so by 31 December 1986. All reports have now been lodged with Parliament.
2 (b) and (c). Latrobe Valley Water and Sewerage Board. Report lodged 4 March due primarily to printing
problems.

Geelong and District Water Board. Report was sent to the Clerk of Assembly in January 1987. The report was
presented on 24 February 1987.
Dandenong Valley Authority. The DV A is not required to table an annual report until six months after the
close of its financial year (30 September). The report was lodged on 7 April 1987.
West Moorabool Water Board. Report lodged 2 July 1987 due primarily to a change in the accounting and
reporting regulations. Further delays occurred in having the auditor issue his report.

MINISTRY FOR PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
ANNUAL REPORTS
(Question No. 33)

Mr PERRIN (Bulleen) asked the Minister for Housing, for the Minister for Planning
and Environment:
1. Which dpeartments, authorities and agencies within his administration are required to present annual
reports to Parliament?
2. Whether any of these bodies had not lodged their 1985-86 annual report by 31 December 1986; if so-(a)
what is the name of each body; (b) what was the reason for those annual reports not being lodged in accordance
with the appropriate Act; and (c) what action is being taken to ensure that those bodies comply with their Act?

Mr WILKES (Minister for Housing)-The answer supplied by the Minister for Planning
and Environment is:
1. The tabling of annual reports in Parliament by agencies is a requirement of the Annual Reporting Act and
the regulations made under it, and/or the legislation establishing the agency. The information requested by the
honourable member on which agencies are required to report to Parliament is publicly available information
and the Papers Office in the House maintains detailed records as to tabling dates.
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2. (a) Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges Authority.
(b) The authority is awaiting its auditor's report.
(c) I expect to be able to table the authority's report soon.

PROPERTIES FORMERLY OWNED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE AND RURAL AFFAIRS
(Question No. 123)

Mr PERRIN (Bulleen) asked the Treasurer, for the Minister for Agriculture and Rural
Affairs:
In respect of each department, authority and agency within his administration, which properties formerly
owned by them have been sold since 30 June 1982, stating-(a) the address and nature of the property; (b) the
date of sale; (c) the sale price; (d) the reason for the property being sold; and (e) the use to which the proceeds of
each sale were put?

Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-The answer supplied by the Minister for Agriculture and
Rural Affairs is:
In 1985 the Department of Property and Services assumed responsibility for the sale of Crown land. Since that
time the Minister for Property and Services has been responsible for the sale ofland occupied by the Department
of Agriculture and Rural Affairs.
Since 1986-87 the sale of property has been centrally coordinated by the Assets Management Review Committee
in conjunction with the Department of Property and Services.
The only property occupied by the Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs and sold since 30 June 1982
has been 61 hectares on the south side of the Burwood Highway at Knoxfield. This land was sold to the Urban
Land Authority for $3·75 million, the proceeds of sale being paid into the Consolidated Fund.
Of the other bodies that come within the Minister's portfolio, only the Rural Finance Commission has disposed
of property.
The Rural Finance Commission administers a number of Acts including the Land Settlement Act under which
land under its control is developed for sale. Pursuant to that program, land sales at Heytesbury since 30 June
1982 amount to $5 686 511.
Land owned by the commission for the purposes of administering other Acts in respect of which land sales
have been effected since 30 June 1982 have been the following staff residences:

Location of

Date of
Disposal

Amount
Sold

7.11.84
11.12.84

Reason for Sale

Use of Proceeds

55000

No longer required

U sed in lending operations

72500

No longer required

Used in lending operations

$
33 Gray Street, Swan Hill
3 Duncan Street,
Shepparton

LUMINANCE LEVELS FOR FREEWAYS
(Question No. 141)

Mr PERRIN (Bulleen) asked the Minister for Transport:
1. What is the average luminance level for freeways specified by the Standards Association of Australia's
Lighting Code AS 1158?
2. What is the current average luminance level ofthe Eastern Freeway and when was that reading taken?
3. Whether the luminance levels purposely have been reduced since the freeway was opened; if so-(a) why;
(b) by what amount; and (c) what are the date and details of each accident which has occurred since the freeway

lighting luminance levels were reduced?
4. What was the initial cost of providing the lanterns which are not now used along the Eastern Freeway?
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Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-The answer is:
1. The Standards Association of Australia Public Lighting Code (AS 1158.1-1986) specifies a typical average

luminance offreeways as 1·0 cd/m2 as initially installed, with a maintained figure of70 per cent of this level.
2. On-road luminance levels have not been taken since the freeway was opened to traffic, as it would not be
possible to carry out such measurements without extensive traffic control, involving closure of the freeway
carriageway to all traffic. This would be necessary to eliminate effects from vehicle lighting and ensure safety to
Road Construction Authority personnel and the public.
3. The lighting levels were reduced by 50 per cent in February 1984 as a cost and energy savings measure.
However, the lighting levels at interchanges where traffic enters and leaves the freeway have not been reduced.
It should be noted that the Road Construction Authority applies the Standards Association of Australia
Lighting Code, AS 1158, in all conventional lighting installations, that is to say installations generally confined
to lantern mounting heights not exceeding 15 metres. However, the lighting on the Eastern Freeway in that
section where lighting was reduced to approximately half power is not of the conventional type, but is of the
"high mast" type, i.e., the mounting height oflanterns is generally 30 metres.

Although the luminance levels on the freeway have been reduced, the uniformity of illumination over the
whole of the carriageway is considerably better than under the Standards Association of Australia code.
There have been eight night-time accidents on the freeway since the lighting levels were reduced, compared
with eleven night-time accidents in the years prior to February 1984.
Given the high traffic volumes and low number of accidents, there is no evidence to indicate that the change
in lighting levels has had any effect on the incidence of night-time accidents.
Since the lighting levels have been reduced, night-time accidents have occurred on 28 April 1985, 10 May
1985, 17 May 1985, 9 June 1985, 23 July 1985, 6 September 1985, 25 September 1985 and 19 December 1986.
One of those accidents resulted in a fatality when a pedestrian on the freeway was struck by a vehicle.
4. The supply, construction and commissioning of the lighting facility on the freeway was carried out under a
contract that was awarded in July 1974. The contract schedule did not include a separate item for the cost of
lanterns initially installed. However, an amount of $143 per lantern was specified for the supply only of spare
lanterns.

SALE OF PROPERTIES BY DEPARTMENT OF WATER
RESOURCES
(Question No. 146)

Mr PERRIN (Bulleen) asked the Minister for Water Resources:
In respect of each department, authority and agency within his administration, which properties formerly
owned by them have been sold since 30 June 1982, stating-(a) the address and nature of the property; (b) the
date of sale; (c) the sale price; (d) the reason for the property being sold; and (e) the use to which the proceeds of
each sale were put?

Mr McCUTCHEON (Minister for Water Resources)-The answer is:
In so far as the question relates to the Rural Water Commission:
(a) Refer attached schedule.
(b) Refer attached schedule.
(c) Refer attached schedule.

(d) All properties sold were surplus to Rural Water Commission requirements.
(e) The proceeds of all sales received by the Rural Water Commission have been paid into consolidated

revenue-total amount contained in the schedule being $2 333 222.
In so far as the question relates to the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works:
(a) (b) (c) and (d)

Five hundred and eighty three properties have been sold by the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works
since 30 June 1982.
The time and resources cannot be justified to present information in the format sought by the honourable
member for Bulleen. However, a computer print-out containing some of the information sought could be made
available for perusal.
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(e)
The proceeds from the sale of these properties were credited to the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of
Works Metropolitan General Fund and Metropolitan Improvement Fund and applied toward various activities
which the board is authorised to carry out.
In so far as the question relates to the Department of Water Resources:
(a) to (e)-Nil.
RURAL WATER COMMISSION OF VICTORIA

Item

File Re/.

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36·
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50

80/4620
81/2705
81/2426
76/3266
75/5068
76/3892
75/4007
61/2227
76/3879
76/4017
77/138
81/3185
76/3119
74/2803
69/94
80/4620
73/1447
77/2740
81/2662
73/2656
76/2980
75/4044
76/3878
67/4606
82/2791
67/947
76/4020
79/3059
78/3044
68/4268
76/4070
73/4400
67/4532
82/3002
76/3880
79/1219
76/1867
76/3004
76/3769
80/2775
81/2661
76/1250
76/3516
76/2456
76/2541
77/831
81/3036
83/2175
81/577
78/1863

SALE OF SURPLUS PROPERTIES SINCE 30 JUNE 1982
Addresso!
Natureo!
Dateo!
Property
Property
Sale

Sale Price
$

Tatura
Carrum Downs
Maffra
Numurkah
Numurkah
Eildon
Frankston
Katunga
Eildon
Frankston
Bacchus Marsh
Murchison
Werribee
Langwarrin
Sandhurst
Tatura
Numurkah
Cobram
Lysterfield
Frankston
Eildon
Swan Hill
Eildon
Mundoona
Strathmerton
Sandhurst
Hopetoun
Lysterfield
Drouin
Tongala
Rochester
Kerang
Eildon
Lysterfield
Eildon
Willow Grove
Bendigo
Neilborough
Yarrawonga
Lysterfield
Lysterfield
Tyabb
Leitchville
Rochester
Merrigum
Swan Hill
Lysterfield
Lysterfield
Rochester
Cohuna

Residence site
Pumping station site
Residence site
Residence No. 396
Residence No. 395
Residence No. 695
Pipeline land
Residence site
Residence No. 690
Residence No. 467
Channel land
Channel land
Channel land
Pipeline land
Channel land
Residence sites
Residence sites
Residence No. 377
Channel land
Tank site
Residence No. 768
Channel land
Residence No. 683
Channel land
Channel land
Channel land
Residence No. 360
Channel land
Residence No. 826
Channel land
Residence No. 800
Depot site
Commercial site
Channel land
Residence No. 688
Residence
Residence No. 752
Residence No. 13
Channel land
Channel land
Basin site
Pipeline land
Residence No. 131
Residence No. 455
Residence No. 269
Residence No. 335
Channel land
Channel land
Residence site
Residence site

30.7.82
3.8.82
18.8.82
16.9.82
30.9.82
12.10.82
8.11.82
21.12.82
22.12.82
10.1.83
8.3.83
18.3.83
21.3.83
9.5.83
20.6.83
24.6.83
22.8.83
4.11.83
7.11.83
7.11.83
5.12.83
7.12.83
16.12.83
21.1.84
20.3.84
11.4.84
26.4.84
29.5.84
1.6.84
14.6.84
15.6.84
27.6.84
20.8.84
23.8.84
31.10.84
4.12.84
13.12.84
21.12.84
10.1.85
12.2.85
21.2.85
1.3.85
19.3.85
17.4.85
18.4.85
11.6.85
14.6.85
28.6.85
28.6.85
1.7.85

4500
100
17250
15000
14000
22000
4000
7500
22500
32600
500
300
2000
50
1300
12000
15000
25750
1 100
45000
22500
7500
26500
400
2025
350
6000
235
30500
4250
35000
85500
28000
8 169
32000
43500
42500
31250
1000
2400
4500
200
16000
25000
35500
27800
25 ()()()
2200
5 lOO
13100
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Item

FileRef

Addresso!
Property

Natureo!
Property

Dateo!
Sale

51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91*
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100
101
102

76/2983
68/3751
81/577
81/577
81/577
77/2869
77/2806
81/577
80/3691
78/976
77/2668
76/1815
80/2772
61/2624
69/1576
80/3762
85/1999
83/728
83/661
80/3729
80/2449
84/2366
84/323
77/3325
76/3501
85/1330
84/4152
71/2018
76/2545
77/799
76/3503
85/1204
77/1961
84/2366
83/1449
85/2886
76/3702
76/3114
85/654
69/797
83/1436
77/1859
85/4573
76/2552
79/2082
84/2366
85/2560
81/1218
85/3475
81/984
78/3414
84/2664

Pyramid Hill
Rochester
Rochester
Rochester
Rochester
Tatura
Tatura
Rochester
Cranbourne
Hastings
Zeerust
Katunga
Barkers Creek
Hampton Park
Sandhurst
Cranbourne
Eildon
Lysterfield
Lysterfield
Cranbourne
Strathmerton
Katandra
Narre Warren
Toolondo
Pyramid Hill
Cohuna
Gisborne
Camperdown
Donald
Maldon
Pyramid Hill
Narre Warren
Epsom
Katandra
Langwarrin
Frankston
Shepparton
Birchip
Koo-Wee-Rup
Youanmite
Willow Grove
Narre Warren
Willow Grove
Yalca
Bonnie Doon
Katandra West
Eildon
Lake Merrimu
Koo-Wee-Rup
Noble Park
Mooroolbark
Inverloch

Residence No. 148R
Residence site
Residence sites
Residence site
Residence site
Residence No. 600
Residence No. 56
Residence site
Pipeline land
Service basin site
Residence No. 277
Residence No. 394
Reservoir land
Storage tank site
Channel land
Pipeline land
Commercial site
Channel land
Channel land
Pipeline land
Residence No. 4lO
Residence site
Channel land
Residence No. 253
Residence No. 262
Residence site
Commercial site
Residence site
Residence No. 193R
Residence No. 483
Residence No. 443
Channel land
Residence No. 608
Residence site
Pipeline land
Pipeline land
Residence No. 228
Residence site
Channel land
Residence site
Residence sites
Residence site
Residence
Residence No. 632
Commercial site
Residence site
Commercial site
Reservoir land
Channel land
Residence sites
Residence No. 962
Residence

lO.7.85
12.7.85
12.7.85
18.7.85
18.7.85
2.8.85
2.8.85
12.8.85
14.8.85
20.8.85
30.8.85
2.9.85
20.9.85
I.lO.85
11.10.85
21.11.85
5.12.85
lO.12.85
17.1.86
12.2.86
6.3.86
lO.3.86
11.3.86
24.4.86
30.4.86
7.5.86
8.5.86
12.5.86
19.5.86
22.5.86
23.5.86
27.5.86
2.6.86
24.6.86
3.7.86
11.8.86
24.lO.86
5.11.86
lO.I1.86
19.11.86
15.12.86
9.1.87
13.1.87
22.1.87
26.2.87
30.1.87
12.2.87
26.2.87
2.3.87
25.3.87
13.4.87
16.4.87
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Sale Price
$
22800
8000
10200
5 100
5 100
28800
24000
5500
15500
25000
53000
28800
15000
1000
2000
2895
40000
lOOOO
1480
9000
35000
5600
6400
31900
20000
16000
29250
7500
29500
30000
22000
11000
36000
7000
3665
3000
59500
3800
2193
5250
45000
72000
40000
33200
50000
6250
15000
300
235
143000
66000
85000

In January 1986 the commission sold 18 residences and two residence sites at its Blue Rock dam project at
Willow Grove for a total amount of$674 650, half of such amount being paid to the State Electricity Commission
which jointly funded the project. The same situation applies to items 36* and 91*.
The commission also sold the Dartmouth township complex as agent for the River Murray Commission.
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SOFTWOOD PLANTING
(Question No. 153)

Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn) asked the Minister for Education, for the Minister for
Conservation, Forests and Lands:
In respect of the Land Conservation Council's final recommendations for the Corangamite area dated September
1978, (and specifically recommendation F2 that an area of 2300 hectares of Irrewillipe be planted to softwood):
1. Whether a decision has been taken to proceed with the softwood planting?
2. What the current status is of this land?
3. What are the full details and extent of works undertaken to date in implementing the Land Conservation
Council's recommendation, particularly with regard to the stated objectives of the timber industry strategy?

Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-The answer supplied by the Minister for
Conservation, Forests and Lands is:
1. The government has accepted the Land Conservation Council's recommendation that 2300 hectares of
designated land at Irrewillipe be used for softwood production.
2. The land is currently held by the Rural Finance Commission. The government has decided that of the 2300
hectares designated for softwood production, 100 hectares is to be disposed of to the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands and the remainder will be sold for private softwood plantation establishment.
3. Final delineation of the 1000 hectares to be taken up by the Department of Conservation, Forests and
Lands is currently being negotiated. This will effectively produce a land base of sufficient area to fulfil the timber
industry strategy's softwood plantation targets in the Otways zone, and allow the development of agroforestry in
the area.

JOINT VENTURES OF MINISTRY FOR PLANNING AND
ENVIRONMENT
(Question No. 177)

Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton) asked the Minister for Housing, for the Minister for
Planning and Environment:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration, for the period 4 April 1982 to
1 May 1987:
1. What is the name of each joint venture or business entity created in which the State of Victoria had equity,
indicating-(i) the nature of each business; (ii) the proportion of equity held by each State instrumentality;
(iii) the amount of consideration given for the equity held by the State instrumentality; and (iv) the proportion
of equity held by any other organisation?
2. What is the name of each joint venture or business entity created in which the State of Victoria acquired
equity, indicating-(i) the nature of each business; (ii) the proportion of equity held by each State instrumentality;
(iii) the amount of consideration given for the equity held by the State instrumentality; and (iv) the proportion
of equity held by any other organisation?

Mr WILKES (Minister for Housing)-The answer supplied by the Minister for Planning
and Environment is:
1. None.

2. None.

THEFTS AND BURGLARIES IN VICTORIA
(Question No. 186)

Mr DICKINSON (South Barwon) asked the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
In respect of the number of thefts and burglaries committed in Victoria for each of the years from 1985 to 1987
(to date):
1. What was the total value ofthe goods stolen where convictions were-(a) obtained; and (b) not obtained?

2. What was the number of instances in which stolen goods were recovered, indicating the value of recovered
goods?
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Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-The answer is:
(a) The numbers of thefts and burglaries committed in Victoria for each of the years from 1985 to 1987 are

available from the Annual Statistical Review of Crime 1985-86 and 1986-87 (yet to be published) and are
as follows:
1985-86

105460
76372
26334

1986-87

(theft)
(burglary)

115889
87045

(motor vehicle theft, including attempts)
(theft)
(burglary)

32598

(motor vehicle theft, including attempts)

(b) In relation to the value of goods stolen, no records are kept which differentiate between offences where

convictions have been obtained and those where convictions have not been obtained. The following statistics
provide an estimate of the total value of property stolen and damaged in some of the more common offences. It
should be noted that these figures are an estimate based on a sample of crime reports and are also based on initial
assessments of the property values.

Burglary-Houses
-Other
Theft-Bicycles
-Motor vehicles
-From motor vehicles
-Shoplifting (excluding warnings)
-Other

1985-86

1986-87

$ million

$ million

47·8
22·8

52·3
54·8
2·7
167·7
18·9
4·9
41·3

2·3
8()'4
19·1
2·2
17·3

(c) In relation to the number of instances where stolen goods are recovered, I am advised that the specific
statistics requested are not maintained.
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The following answers to questions on notice were circulated-

MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS ANNUAL REPORTS
(Question No. 19)

Mr PERRIN (Bulleen) asked the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
1. Which departments, authorities and agencies within his administration are required to present annual
reports to Parliament?
2. Whether any of these bodies had not lodged their 1985-86 annual report by 31 December 1986; if so(a) what is the name of each body; (b) what was the reason for those annual reports not being lodged in accordance

with the appropriate Act; and (c) what action is being taken to ensure that those bodies comply with their Act?

Mr SPYKER (Minister for Consumer Affairs)-The answer is:
1. The Ministry of Consumer Affairs and the Motor Car Traders Committee under the Motor Car Traders Act
1973.
2. (a) Motor Car Traders Committee;
(b) legislation which constituted the committee was in the process of being repealed; and
(c) the annual report for 1985-86 was tabled in Parliament on 28 October 1987.

SPOT PURCHASE HOUSING PROGRAM
(Question No. 185)

Mr DICKINSON (South Barwon) asked the Minister for Housing:
In respect of each of the years ended 30 June 1985, 1986 and 1987:
1. How many spot purchase houses were acquired in the electoral district of South Barwon?
2. How many houses were purchased by cooperative groups in the electoral province of Geelong?
3. What was the total expenditure on purchasing spot purchase houses in the province of Geelong and the
electorate district of South aarwon?
4. What is the name of each estate agent through whom the various houses were purchased, indicating the
value and number of houses purchased through each agent?

Mr WILKES (Minister for Housing)-The answer is:
The Ministry does not keep records on an electoral district basis; local government area figures for the
Barrabool shire, Bellarine shire, Corio shire, Geelong city, Geelong West city, Newtown city, Queenscliffe
borough and South Barwon city have been used as the basis for this answer.
1. 1984-85-36 dwellings; 1985-86-20 dwellings; 1986-87-29 dwellings.
2. 1984-85-13 dwellings; 1985-86-13 dwellings; 1986-87-10 dwellings.
3. The total expenditure on purchasing spot purchase houses in the Geelong area was as follows:1984-85-$1·9 million; 1985-86-$1·2 million; 1986-87-$1·7 million.
4. 1984-85

Agency

Total of

No. of

Purchases

Houses

$

B. E. Hayden Real Estate
P. Caraman and Co.
C. J. Keane and Co.

142500

3

375000

9

275500

6
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No. of
Houses

$
D. Bums

92500

'G. R. McCartney and Son

45000

1

Homebuilders Real Estate

88500

2

K. J. O'Loughlin and Co.

115000

2

Kevin McManus and Associates

284000

5

2

Leighton Kidman

47500

Maxwell Real Estate

59000

Wilson McKewan

53750

1

147500

3

Private sales
TOTAL

36

1985-86
N. Frost

52500

A. Simon Falconer

63000

1

C. J. Keane and Co.

247000

5

G. R. McCartney and Son

64800

Kevin McManus and Associates

403500

7

Private sales

273000

5

TOTAL

20

1986-87
A. V. J ennings

..

B. E. Hayden Real Estate
Cuthbertson Real Esate
Hendy and Hocking

64250
247850

4

61 500
52000

1

Kevin McManus and Associates

329225

6

Maxwell Real Estate

453000

7

Roger Trevaskis and Co.

53000

1

WaIter L. Carr

144000

5

Private sales

186500

3

TOTAL

29
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The following answers to questions on notice were circulated-

METROPOLITAN FIRE BRIGADES BOARD
(Question No. 7)

Mr CROZIER (Portland) asked the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
1. What is the Metropolitan Fire Brigades Board's strategy plan for fire station development?
2. When will he report on the discussions on the board's strategy plan for fire station development that he has
been having with Ministry officials, board representatives and consultants?
3. Whether the results of these investigations will have any significant effect on either the Country Fire
Authority or those people who live in the boundary areas?
4. Whether the government has any intention of extending the board's boundary to a radius of 50 km of the
Melbourne GPO?
5. Whether the government has received from any organisation a proposal that the board be expanded or that
the board's control room be used for the despatching offire calls for the country area of Victoria?
6. What effect will the extension of the Telecom 03 network around Melbourne have on the operation of the
Country Fire Authority?

Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-The answer is:
l. The plan by the Metropolitan Fire Brigades Board (MFBB) provides the basis to redevelop its fire stations

and locate appliances and firefighters to provide an efficient and cost effective service within the metropolitan
fire district. The plan is to be implemented over ten years. A new performance standard has been adopted that
the first appliance will, on 90 per cent of occasions, arrive at the scene within 7·7 minutes of the call for assistance
being received. The dispatch of other appliances will depend on the nature of the incident and the judgment of
senior fire officers. For 1986-87, the MFBB reported that it took 8·2 minutes for the first appliance to respond to
90 per cent of the calls for assistance.
2. A briefing will be provided to the honourable member at a mutually convenient time.
3. The standard of service is expected to be more equitable for communities within the metropolitan fire
district which are adjacent to the border with the country area of Victoria. For some communities there will be
an increase in the standard of service to overcome previous deficiencies.
4. Adjustments to the boundary of metropolitan fire districts are governed by section 5 of the Metropolitan
Fire Brigades Act 1958.
5. I am not aware of any such suggestion.
6. Minimal.

MINISTRY FOR THE ARTS ANNUAL REPORTS
(Question No. 21)

Mr PERRIN (Bulleen) asked the Minister for the Arts:
1. Which departments, authorities and agencies within his administration are required to present annual
reports to Parliament?
2. Whether any of these bodies had not lodged their 1985-86 annual report by 31 December 1986; if so-(a) what is the name of each body; (b) what was the reason for those annual reports not being lodged in accordance
with the appropriate Act; and (c) what action is being taken to ensure that those bodies comply with their Act?

Mr MATHEWS (Minister for the Arts)-The answer is:
1. The tabling of annual reports in Parliament by agencies is a requirement of the Annual Reporting Act and
the regulations made under it, and/or the legislation establishing the agency. The information requested by the
honourable member on which agencies are required to report to Parliament is publicly available information
and the Papers Office in the House maintains detailed records as to tabling dates.
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2. (a) As at 31 December 1986, the following bodies had not tabled their 1985-86 annual reports:
-Victorian Arts Centre Trust
-Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust
-Film Victoria
-Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria
-Library Council of Victoria
-Council of the Museum of Victoria
-State Film Centre of Victoria Council
-Exhibition Trustees
(b) Although the annual reports of the Victorian Arts Centre Trust, the Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust

and Film Victoria were not tabled in Parliament by 31 December 1986, they were presented to me prior to that
date and were subsequently tabled in accordance with the requirements of their respective Acts.
The Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria encountered compilation and printing delays
which prevented finalisation of its report.
The Library Council of Victoria's report was delayed due to production difficulties.
Preparation of the Council of the Museum's report was delayed due to staff shortages which prevented the
financial statements from being completed and audited on time.
The State Film Centre of Victoria was unable to lodge its 1985-86 annual report on time pending the resolution
of a dispute with the Office of the Auditor General concerning the ownership of assets referred to in the Film
Centre of Victoria Council's Act.
There were delays in the compilation of the Exhibition Trustees financial statements. These problems were
late compounded by the serious illness and subsequent extended absence of the director.
(c) Discussions have been held with the Office of the Auditor General resulting in an agreed timetable being set
for the production and presentation to Parliament of annual reports by the Ministry for the Arts and its agencies.

DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRY, TECHNOLOGY AND
RESOURCES ANNUAL REPORTS
(Question No. 25)

Mr PERRIN (Bulleen) asked the Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources:
1. Which departments, authorities and agencies within his administration are required to present annual
reports to Parliament?
2. Whether any of these bodies had not lodged their 1985-86 annual report by 31 December 1986; if so(a) what is the name of each body; (b) what was the reason for those annual reports not being lodged in accordance
with the appropriate Act; and (c) what action is being taken to ensure that those bodies comply with their Act?

Mr FORD HAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-The answer is:
1. The tabling of annual reports in Parliament by agencies is a requirement of the Annual Reporting Act and
the regulations made under it, and/or the legislation establishing the agency. The information requested on which
agencies are required to report to Parliament is publicly available information and the Papers Office in the House
maintains detailed records as to tabling dates.
2. (a) Alpine Resorts Commission

Liquor Control Commission
Victorian Tourism Commission
(b) None of the above three agencies was required by its Act to have annual reports tabled in Parliament by
31 December 1986.
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JOINT VENTURES OF MINISTER FOR POLICE AND
EMERGENCY SERVICES
(Question No. 164)

Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton) asked the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration, for the period 4 April 1982 to
1 May 1987:
1. What is the name of each joint venture or business entity created in which the State of Victoria had equity,
indicating-(i) the nature of each business; (ii) the proportion of equity held by each State instrumentality;
(iii) the amount of consideration given for the equity held by the State instrumentality; and (iv) the proportion
of equity held by any other organisation?
2. What is the name of each joint venture or business entity created in which the State of Victoria acquired
equity, indicating-(i) the nature of each business; (ii) the proportion of equity held by each State instrumentality;
(iii) the amount of consideration given for the equity held by the State instrumentality; and (iv) the proportion
of equity held by any other organisation?

Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-The answer is:
None of the agencies within my administration is involved in joint ventures or business entities which are of
an intrinsically commercial nature.

TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENT NOTICES
(Question No. 188)

Mr DICKINSON (South Barwon) asked the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
In respect of each of the financial years 1983-84 to 1986-87 respectively, what revenue was collected from
traffic infringement notices issued in the Barwon police district?

Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-The answer is:
Statistics on the revenue received from the issue of traffic infringement notices in individual police districts
are not kept by the department. Such statistics are available on a Statewide basis only. The number of infringement
notices issued is set out below; however, as the penalty for each of these notices in not known, it is not possible
to estimate the revenue generated.
Traffic infringement notices issued in Barwon police district:
1983-84

17047

1984-85

14486

1985-86

11 866

1986-87

16929
Total

60328

IN D E X
VOLS. 388, 389

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

(Bills are listed alphabetically under "Bills" and questions on notice/or the Legislative
Assembly are listed in numerical sequence at end 0/ the Index)
A

Abortion, q 1064.
AccideDt Compensation Commission-Annual report,
q 1307, q 1309. (See also "WorkCare")
Address-In-Reply, 146,217,278, 1123, 1225.
Administrative ArraDgements Orden-No. 52, 11. Nos
53 and 54, 1676.
Agriculture and Rural AJrairs, DepartmeDt of-Government rural policies, q 603. Report on wholesale marketing of fresh fish, 1300, 1303. Victorian
Young Fanners Inc., 1864, 1868, 2291.

Akoa of Australia Ltd.-Portland aluminium smelter,
q 422, q 1065,2434.
Akohol-"Rage without Alcohol" project, q 907. Sales
on intrastate trains, 1213, 1216.
Alpine Resorts Commission-Administration, 290.
Amalgamated Metal Workers Union (See "Unions")
Ambulance Se"ices-Mornington Peninsula, 888,
1311, 1333.
Aodrianopoulos, Mr Alex (St Albans)
Business and Commerce-Jones Lang Wootton
property report, q 175.
Dial Be/ore You Dig Booklet, q 907.
Economy, The-Property market, q 175.
Keilor, City of-Administration, 2290.
Luna Park-Accident on scenic railway, q 1220.

Antanl Pty Ltd.-Swanston Unit Trust, 1576, q 1588,
1659.
~ The-Moomba Festival, 290. Spoleto Festival,
q 671. Victorian Rock Foundation, 743. 746. Melbourne Music Festival, 743. 746. Wurundjeri Festival, 815. 821,1484, 1487.
Auditor-GeDeral-Reports presented: for 1986-87,
1068; relationship between Economic and Budget
Review Committee and Office of the AuditorGeneral, 1496. Special reports presented: No. 8 on
foreign exchange. 2084. q 2199, q 2202, q 2299;
No. 9 on 1an«1l!tili~tion, 2084. q 2199, q 2299.

Austin, Mr T. L (Ripon)
Abattoir and Meat Inspection (Arrangements) Bill,
2210.
Agricultural Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 2229,
2255,2256.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. J) Bill, 786, 1171, 1172,
1174.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Discounted air tickets:
police investigations, q 899.
Dairy Industry-Midland Milk Pty Ltd, Q 984.
Electoral-Nunawading Province re-eJection, q J 72.
Estimates Committee-Sittings, 910. Transcript, 911.
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 1525.
Grain Industry-Freight rates, q 1767, q 1773.
Meat Industry-Quality of exports, 468.
Midland Milk Pty Ltd-Milk discounting and interstate marketing, q 984.
Mines (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 2336.
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Austin, MrT. L.-continued
Nunawading Province Re-election-Legal opinions,
q 172.
Points of Order-Questions without notice not to be
debated, 904, 981.
State Transport Authority-Grain cartage, q 1767,
q 1773.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
786.

Australia-Bicentenary celebrations, 1889, 2197.
Australia Car~ q 486, q 749, q 751, q 825.
Australian Greek Publications Pty Ltd, 1895.
Australian Labor Party-Policies, 151, 294, 1346.
Activities of State secretary, q 2295, q 2297.
Australian Railways Union (See "Unions")
Aviation-Proposed national museum, 1889, 1892,
q 1995.

B
Banks-Withdrawal fees, 1299, 1303. Report of State
Bank, 1396.
BendlKo Arcade Fire, q 1144, 1150.
Bendlgo Model Railroaders, 407, 414.
Bicentennial Great Australian Home Show, 1312, 1316.
Bicycles-Promotion of safety helmets, q 908. Report
of Social Development Committee, 986.

BlllsAbattoir and Meat Inspection (A"angements) BilIIntroduction and first reading. 1227; second reading, 1359, 2210; appropriation, 1677; remaining
stages, 2229.
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1110; second reading,
1228, 1998, 2087; appropriation, 1677; declared
an urgent Bill, 2086; Committee, 2115; remaining
stages, 2140. Council amendments dealt with,
2502.
Adoption (Amendment) Bill-Received from Council and first reading, 969; second reading, 1044,
2511; Committee, 2512; remaining stages, 2513.
Agricultural Acts (Funher Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 988; second reading,
1354, 2229, 2242; appropriation, 1677; Committee, 2254; remaining stages, 2257.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill-Appropriation, 99; introduction and first reading, 99; second
reading,99,527,568,579,636,786,857,911,988,
1153; cognate debate, 350; declared an urgent Bill,
1153; Committee, 1168; remaining stages, 1208.
Associations Incorporation and Business Names
(Amendment) Bill-Received from Council and

Bills-continued
first reading, 2286; second reading, 2325, 2575;
remaining stages, 2576.

BLF (De-recognition) (Amendment) Bill-Declared
an urgent Bill under Standing Order No. 164, 1397;
first reading, 1397; second reading, 1397; Committee, 1429, 1441; remaining stages, 1445. Ruling
on appropriation, 1478.

Building Control (General Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1497; second reading,
1612; appropriation, 1677.
Children and Young Persons Bill-Introduction and
first reading, 2210; second reading, 2577.

Chiropractors and Osteopaths (Amendment) BiIlReceived from Council and first reading, 135;
second reading, 198, 2518; Committee, 2520;
remaining stages, 2521.

Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Procedures)
Bill. The--Introduction and first reading, 351;
second reading, 445, 772; Committee, 775;
remaining stages, 786.

Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Reform) Bill,
The--Introduction and first reading, 98; second
reading. 194, 2260; appropriation, 493; declared
an urgent Bill, 2257; Committee, 2285; remaining
stages, 2286.

Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 987; second reading, 1112,
1678; appropriation, 1225; third reading. 1755.
Courts (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first
reading, 1432; second reading, 1575,2143; appropriation, 1677; remaining stages, 2144.
Crimes (Amendment) Bill-Received from Council
and first reading, 407; second reading. 453, 2515;
Committee and remaining stages, 2515.
Crimes (Custody and Investigation) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1227; second reading. 1368.
Dairy Industry (Amendment) Bill-Received from
Council and first reading, 2257; second reading,
2324,2567; remaining stages, 2572.
Education (School Council Policies) Bill-Received
from Council and first reading, 815.
Equal Opportunity (Amendment) Bill-Second reading, 202; third reading, 209.
Exhibition (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first
reading. 527; second reading, 630.
Fair Trading (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and
first reading, 98; second reading, 201, 678; Committee, 692; remaining stages, 693.
Firearms (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first
reading, 527; second reading, 632, 1505, 1540;
appropriation, 911, 2435; declared an urgent Bill,
1501; Committee, 1545; remaining stages, 1565.
Council amendments dealt with, 2475, 2583.
Fisheries (Abalone) Bill-Received from Council and
first reading, 2140; second reading, 2241, 2523;
remaining stages, 2526.
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Bills-continued

Flora and Fauna Guarantee Bill-Introduction and
first reading, 987; second reading, 1116.
Geelong Market Site (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1775; second reading, 1902,
2449; Committee, 2454; remaining stages, 2456.
Health (Amendment) Bill-Received from Council
and first reading, 135; second reading, 199, 2521;
remaining stages, 2522.
Health (Children's Services) Bill-Received from
Council and first reading, 969; second reading,
1042,2507; remaining stages, 2511.
Health (General Amendment) Bill-Introduction and
first reading, 2210; second reading, 2576.
In/ertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) BiIlReceived from Council and first reading. 1441;
second reading, 1498, 2526; instruction to Committee, 2563; Committee, 2564; remaining stages,
2566.
Intellectually Disabled Persons' Services (Amendment) Bill-Received from Council and first reading, 1297; second reading. 1362,2566; remaining
stages, 2567.
lA Trobe University (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 987; second reading. 1049,
1652, 2472; remaining stages, 2475. Council
amendments dealt with, 2582.
lAnd (Amendment and Miscellaneous Matters) BiIlIntroduction and first reading, 1227; second reading, 1358, 2352; appropriation, 1677; instruction
to Committee, 2360; Committee, 2361; remaining
stages, 2372. Council amendments dealt with,
2583.
Land Protection Bill-Withdrawn, 277.
lAnd Protection Bill (No. 2)-Introduction and first
reading, 277; second reading, 493, 1923; appropriation, 911; Committee, 1961.
Land (Transaction In/ormation) Bill-Introduction
and first reading. 1227; second reading, 1360.
Legal Pro/ession Practice (Pro/essionaIIndemnity)
Bill-Received from Council and first reading,
1441; second reading, 1500, 2516; remaining stages,
2517.
Liquor Control Bill-Appropriation, 22; second
reading, 327, 352, 505. Withdrawn, 1110.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2)-Introduction and first
reading, 987; second reading, 1114, 1239; appropriation, 1225, 2210; declared an urgent Bill, 1234;
Committee, 1264; remaining stages, 1291. Council amendments dealt with, 2489.
Litter Bill-Second reading, 305; Committee, 321;
remaining stages, 327. Council amendments dealt
with, 1641.
Local Government Bill-Withdrawn, 1900.
Local Government Bill (No. 2)-Introduction and
first reading, 1775; second reading, 1903.

Local Government (Consequential Provisions) BiIlIntroduction and first reading, 1775; second reading, 1906.
Loddon-Campaspe Regional Planning AUlhority
Bill-Second reading, 755; Committee, 770;
remaining stages, 772. Council amendments dealt
with, 1642.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) BilIIntroduction and first reading, 988; second reading, 1046,2144; appropriation, 1677; Committee,
2167,2176; declared an urgent Bill, 2176; remaining stages, 2192. Council amendments dealt with,
2505.
Magistrates' Court Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1227; second reading, 1432; appropriation,
1677.
Marine Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1497;
second reading, 1779; appropriation, 2086.
Melbourne Lands Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1775; second reading, 2140, 2456; appropriation, 2210; remaining stages, 2465.
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Superannuation
(Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 527; second reading, 629, 1647; appropriation. 911; Committee, 1651; remaining stages,
1652. Council amendments dealt with, 2502.
Mines (Amendment) Bill-Withdrawn, 351.
Mines (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 350; second reading, 443,
2171,2326; appropriation, 678; Committee, 2339;
remaining stages, 2352.
National Mutual Royal Savings Bank Limited
(Merger) Bill-Received from Council and first
reading, 1757; second reading, 1776; declared a
private Bill, 1778; motion to treat as public Bill
agreed to, 1778; remaining stages, 1779.
National Parks and Wildlife (Amendment) BiI/Introduction and first reading. 988; second reading, 1363.
Personal Records Bill-Received from Council and
first reading, 1040.
Police (Powers o/Investigation) Bill-Received from
Council and first reading, 610.
Port AUlhorities (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and
first reading, 755; second reading, 1040.
Property Law (Amendment) Bill-Received from
Council and first reading, 527; second reading, 634,
2513; remaining stages, 2515.
Psychologists Registration Bill-Second reading, 23;
Committee, 30; remaining stages, 32. Council
amendment dealt with, 1640.
Public A Ulhorities (Equal Employment Opportunity)
Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1227; second
reading, 1356.
Public Holidays (Bicentennial Celebrations) BiIICouncil amendments dealt with, 1111.
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Racing (Further Amendment) Bill-Introduction and

appropriation, 610; Committee, 1784; remaining
stages, 1795.
Teaching Service (Amendment) BiII-:-Introduction
and first reading. 987; second reading. 1050,2435;
remaining stages, 2443. Council amendments dealt
with, 2582.
Tobacco Bill-Introduction and first reading. 1228;
second reading, 1291; appropriation, 1677;
declared an urgent Bill, 1795; remaining stages,
1856. Council amendments dealt with, 2443.
Victoria State Emergency Service Bill-Second
reading, 109; Committee, 115; remaining stages,
127. Council amendment dealt with, 1640.

first reading, 351; second reading, 447, 710; appropriation, 678; Committee, 734; remaining stages,
741. Council amendment dealt with, 1112.

Racing (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 988; second reading,
1045, 1856, 1910; Committee, 1917; remaining
stages, 1922.

Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill-Second
reading, 32; Committee, 64; third reading, 81.
Council amendments dealt with, 1644.

River Murray Waters (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 1900; second reading, 2058,
2465; appropriation, 2086; remaining stages, 2472.
Council amendment dealt with, 2582.
Road Safety (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and
first reading, 755; second reading, 855, 1615;
Committee, 1639; remaining stages, 1640. Council amendment dealt with, 2501.
Rural Finance Bill-Introduction and first reading,
1497.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill-Introduction and
first reading, 1775; second reading, 1908, 2372;
declared an urgent Bill, 2372; Committee, 2412;
remaining stages, 2417.
Sisters of Mercy (Wodonga Land)" Bill-Received
from Council and first reading. 1208; second reading, 1233, 2522; declared a private Bill, 2522;
motion to treat as public Bill agreed to, 2522;
remaining stages, 2523.
State Concessions (Amendment) Bill-Introduction
and first reading. 98; second reading. 216, 635;
appropriation, 493.

State Trust Corporation of Victoria Bill-Second
reading. 127,694; appropriation, 695; Committee,
695; remaining stages, 710. Council amendments
dealt with, 1644.
Subdivision Bill-Introduction and first reading.
1110; second reading. 1438; appropriation, 1677.
Superannuation (Amendment) Bill-Introduction
and first reading, 1110; second reading, 1645;
appropriation, 1677.

Superannuation Schemes (Accident Compensation)
Bill-Appropriation, 22; second reading, 209;
Committee, 216, 455; remaining stages, 467.
Council amendments dealt with, 1642.
Survey Co-ordination (Amendment) Bill-Appropriation, 22; second reading, 135; Committee, 138;
remaining stages, 145. Council amendment dealt
with, 1641.

Swan Hill Pioneer Settlement (Amendment) Bil/Introduction and first reading, 98; second reading,
198, 497; remaining stages, 505.
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill-Introduction and
first reading. 351; second reading. 449, 1445, 1566;

Victorian Arts Centre (Amendment) BiII-Second
reading and remaining stages, 127.

Victorian Arts Centre (Debt Transfer) Bil/-Introduction and first reading. 755; second reading. 854;
appropriation, 911.

Victorian Relief Committee (Amendment) Bil/Introduction and first reading. 1775; second reading, 190 1; appropriation, 2086.

Water Acts (Further Amendment) Bill-Introduction and first reading, 988; second reading. 1120.

Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) BiI/Introduction and first reading. 98; second reading,
109,527,568,579,636, 786, 857, 911, 988, 1153;
appropriation, 176; cognate debate, 350; declared
an urgent Bill, 1153; Committee and remaining
stages, 1208.
Black Rock Litesaviog Club, 2061.
Blue Rock. Dam, 1566.
Boating-Use of retra-reflective tape on life jackets
and buoyancy vests, 338. Standards of AI-safe,
Multi-fit life jacket, 741, 747. Mooring and boating fees, 2301, 2431. Ramp facilities, 2301.
Boxing-Amateur, q 1067. Professional Control Board,
q 1310.
Brothels-Planning permits, 610. Licensing system,
1053.
Brown, Mr A. J. (Gippsland West)
Antang Pty Ltd-Swanston Unit Trust, 1659.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 799.
Australian Railways Union-Strikes, 1373.
Builders Labourers Federation-Funds, 1659.
Drugs-Abuse, 469.
Grain EleYators Board-Charges and costs, 432.
Grain Industry-Freight and handling charges, 432.
Grievances, 1103.
Herald and Weekly Times Ltd-Heraldcard, q 1491.
Industry, Technology and Resources, Department
of-Appointment of Victorian commissioner in
Los Angeles, q 1387.
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Brown, Mr A. J.-continued
Joint Sittings of Parliament-Monash University
Council, 1583.
Land (Amendment and Miscellaneous Matters) Bill,
2356,2362,2365.
Marine Bill, 1783.
Melbourne Lands Bill, 2456.
Members-Activities of Hon. G. R. Crawford,
q 1590.
Metropolitan Transit AuthorityGeneral-Sale of railway land. q 271, q 343, q 419,
q 675, q 754, q 2080, 2207. Productivity increases,
q 1142. Herald card, q 1491. Railway platform
shelters, q 1992.
Rail Services-Stoppages, 1373.
Ministry, The-Condemnation of Minister for
Transport, 610. Premier's overseas trip, q 1878,
q 2075, q 2297.
Petitions-Sale of railway land. 2207.
Points of Order-Questions without notice: to relate
to Minister's portfolio, 272, 346; not to be debated,
2298.
Public Service-Use of credit cards, 1103. Secondtier wage increase, q 1142.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 1645.
Road Construction Authority-Road funding, 849.
Road Safety (Amendment) Bill, 1615, 1639.
Sport and Recreation-Football grand final tickets,
q 1308.
State Finance-Sale of government assets, q 271,
q 343, q 346, q 419, q 675, q 754, q 2080, 2207.
Government borrowings, q 2205.
State Transport AuthorityFares and Freight-For grain, 432.
General-Sale of railway land. q 271, q 343, q 346,
q 419, q 2080, 2207. Productivity increases, q 1142.
Rail Services-Stoppages, 1373.
Transport, Ministry of-Administration, q 1219,
q 1672, q 1771. Sale offootball grand final tickets,
q 1308. Employment of former director-general,
q 1387.
U nions-Second-tier wage increase, q 1142.
Universities-Monash, 1583.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
799.
Budget for 1987-88-Transfer and other payments,
q 421. Comparison with other States, q 1141.
Report of Estimates Committee, 1880.
Builders Labourers Federation (See "Unions")
Building and Construction Industry-Industrial agreements, 82. Wage increases, q 2427.
Building Workers Industrial Union of Australia (See
"Unions")

Bus Services (See "Metropolitan Transit AuthorityBus Services")
Bushfires-Protection, q 1221, q 1387, q 1879. Tree
poster warnings, 1981, 1986. ruebreaks, 1983.
Business and Commerce-Government investments,
q 2, q 1061. Victorian Equity Trust, q 9, q 91, q 92,
q 520, q 1061. Jones Lang Wootton property
report, q 175. In Bendigo, 219. Small business,
q 269, q J666, q 1771, q 1994. Government regulations, q 348. Japanese investment, q 486. Retail
tenancy leases, 1053, 1057. rue in Bendigo retail
premises, q 1144, 1150. Municipal council enterprises, q 1148.

C
Cain, Mr John (Bundoora) (Premier)
Abortion, q 1064.

Administrative Arrangements Orders-No. 52, 11.
Nos 53 and 54, 1676.
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department ofGovernment rural policies, q 604. Victorian Young
Farmers Inc., 1868.
Alcoa of Australia Ltd-Portland aluminium
smelter, q 422.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 994.
Australia Card, q 486, q 749, q 751, q 825.
Australian Labor Party-Activities of State secretary, q 2297.
Builders Labourers Federation-Funds, q 1386,
q 1672.
Business and Commerce-Government investments, q 3, q 1061. Victorian Equity Trust, q 1061.
Small business, q 1666.
Cape, Professor R., 746.
Cement Industry-Imported cement dumping. 1214.
Community Services Victoria-Neighbourhood
houses, q 273. Federal family assistance programs, q 980.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 987, 1112,
1752, 1755, 1756.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Discounted air tickets:
police investigations, q 482, q 484, q 603, q 899,
q 901, q 902, q 904, q 906, q 980, 1097, q 1144;
freedom of information requests, q 902, q 906,
q 980, 1097; statements of Solicitor-General,
q 1144.
Corrections, Office of-Facilities in Bendigo area,
q 1307.
Dairy Industry-Midland Milk Pty Ltd, q 269, q 345,
q 984, q 1873.
Deaths-Hon. M. J. Gladman, JP, 479.
Economy, The-Commonwealth May economic
statement, q 92.
Education-Expense allowance, q 170. Ministry
appointments, q 672. Equal Opportunity Unit,
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Cain, Mr John-continued

q 755. Government initiatives, q 1307. Victorian
Education Foundation, q 1768.
Electoral-Nunawading Province re-election, q 4,
q 6, q 95,227.
Environment-Ozone layer over Antarctica, 340.
Equal Opportunity-Employment of women, q 752,
q 755.
Films-Violence, q 1588.
Food-Tests on imports, q 488.
Freedom of Information Act-Requests for information, q 667. Use of Public Service (Unauthorised Disclosure) Regulations, q 2295.
Geriatric Services-Nursing home centres, q 2074,
q 2075, 2198.
Government-Documentation on Opposition
expenditure requests, 1869.
Grievances, 1097.
Hospitals-Closures, q 1. Amalgamations, q 1.
Monash Medical Centre, q 1062. Relocation program, q 1218. Federal funding, q 1877.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1256.
Manufacnunnglndustri~overnmentinitiativ~

q 485. Leather clothing factory for Bendigo, q 1221.
Medical Services-Proposed register of dog attacks
1486.
'
Members-Appreciation of services of honourable
member for N orthcote, 1139.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Sale of railway
land, q 343, q 345, q 419, q 754, q 2081. Tram services for northern suburbs, q 906. Productivity
increases, q 1142.
Midland Milk Pty Ltd-Milk discounting and interstate marketing, q 269, q 345, q 984, q 1873.
Ministry, The-Premier's overseas trip, q 1878,
q 2073, q 2075, q 2297, q 2299.
Municipalities-Road funding, 1486.
Neighbourhood Houses-Funding, q 273.
N una wading Province Re-election-Ministerial
responsibility, q 4, q 6, q 95, 227. Statements of
Premier, q 4, q 6, q 95, 227.
Oakleigh City Counci1-Labor Party meet:inp, 1485.
Parks-National: in east Gippsland, q 2202.
Points of Order-Offensive remarks, 523. Questions
without notice: reference to notes, 605; not to be
debated, 1305, 1879; relevancy of answers, 2296.
Police Department-Budget allocation, q 169. Continental Airlines Inc., q 482, q 484, q 603, q 899,
q 901, q 902, q 904, q 906, q 980, 1097, q 1144.
Poverty-Government family assistance, q 170.
Primary Industries-Government rural policies,
q604.
Public Authorities (Equal Employment Opportunity) Bill, 1227, 1356.
Public Service-Second-tier wage increase, q 1142,
q 1217.
Racing-Gift of horse to government, q 1217.

Cain, Mr John-contznued
Road Construction Authority-Road funding, 1486.
Social J ustice-Government strategy, q 1309.
State Finance-Sale of government assets, q 343,
q 345, q 419, q 754. Restraints on government
expenditure, q 522. Government borrowings,
q 2205.
State Transport Authority-Sale of railway land,
q 343, q 345, q 419, q 2081. Productivity increases,
q 1142. Proposed interstate express train, q 1669.
Surf Life Saving Association of Australia-Funding,
q 1590.
Taxation-Federal Budget, q 979. State taxes and
charges, q 981.
Timber Industry-Bowater-Scott Lld agreement,
q 1387.
Trading Hours-Retail, q 607, q 673, q 1670, q 1769,
q 2201.
Transport, Ministry of-Administration, q 1305,
q 1672,q 1771.
Unions-Second-tier wage increase, q 1142, q 1217.
Victorian Education Foundation-~bli~ent,
q 1768.
Victorian Equity Trust-Establishment, q 1061.
Victorian Relief Committee (Amendment) Bill, 1775.
Victorian Young Farmers Inc.-Funding, 1868.
Videos-Violence, q 1588.
Women-Neighbourhood houses, q 273. Business
forum, q 676. Employment opportunities, q 752,
q 755. Government initiatives, q 2296.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
994.
World Expo 88, q 1385.

Callister, Miss V. J. (MorweIJ)
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department ofGovernment rural policies, q 603.
Business and Commerce-Government investments, q 2.
Cement IndUstI'y-lmported cement dumping, 1302.
Health-Chewing tobacco, 163.
Hospitals-Warragul, q 1589.
Primary Industries-Government rural policies,
q 603.
Resources-Coal, q 1064.
State Transport Authority-Conductors for trains,
597.

Cape, Professor R., 745, 746.
Capital Thea~ BeDdigo, 1981,1987.
Culton and United Breweries Ltd, 287.
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Cathie, Mr I. R. (Carrum) (Minister for Education)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 1188, 1196,
1202.
Bushfires-Protection, q 1387, q 1879.
Conservation, Forests and Lands, Department ofWork bans on burning-off operations, q 1387,
q 1879.
Dungeons and Dragons Game, 976.
EducationBuildings and Groumh-Replacement school at
Yarrambat, q 423.
Finance-For school cleaning, q 827. Technology
grants, 1057. Mildura College Lands Fund, q 1220.
General-Victorian certificate of education, q 171.
Class sizes, q 172, q 669. School discipline, q 490,
q 522, q 2430. Facilities for Mornington Peninsula, 659. Literacy and numeracy, q 668. Curricula, q 670. Counselling, guidance and clinical
services, q 751. Industrial relations, q 901. Integration aides, 1377. Turana Youth Training Centre,
1582. Government initiatives, q 1993.
Ministry-Restructure, 89, q 2076, q 2082. WorkCare costs, q 95. Payment of water rates, 517.
Appointments, q 671. Administration, q 829.
Position of chief executive, q 2078.
Post-Secondary-East Gippsland Community College of T AFE, q 276. Western Institute, q 490.
Institute of Early Childhood Development, 517.
Frankston College of T AFE, 659. Technical and
further education, q 827.
Schools, Post-Primary-Proposed amalgamations,
416. University High, q 489. Wangaratta Technical, 517. Gisborne High T echnicaJ, 60 1. Eltbam
High, 890. Chadstone High, 977. Staffing, q 1147.
Westall High, 1377. Hampton High, q 1874.
Schools, Primary-Sale, q 827. Clifton Springs, q 904.
Milawa, 1304. Westall, 1377. Croydon Hills,
q 1491.
Students-Austudy allowance, 517. School uniforms, q 522, q 1149. Support centres at Hamilton
and Portland, 890. Per capita expenditure, q 1222.
Work experience, q 1493.
Teachers-Strikes, q 8, q 525. Housing in country
areas, 167. Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration Commission, q 174. T AFE
staffing agreement, q 904, q 981, q 1311, q 1390.
Shortages, q 905, q 1066. Musician-teacher project, 976. On WorkCare rehabilitation, 1304.
Western region visiting teacher service, 1376. Secondary school staffing agreement, q J 666, q 2427.
Fisheries (Abalone) Bill. 2140.
Flora and Fauna Guarantee Bill, 987, 1116.
Government-Documentation on Opposition
expenditure requests, 1582.
La Trobe University (Amendment) Bill, 987, 1049,
2475.
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Land (Amendment and Miscellaneous Matters) Bill,
1227,1358,2360,2361,2362,2364,2365,2371.
land Protection Bill, 277.
land Protection Bill (No. 2), 277, 493, 497, 1958,
1965, 1966, 1968, 1969, 1970, 1971, 1972, 1973,
1974,1976, 1979, 1980.
Mildura College Lands Fund, q 1220.
National Parks and Wildlife (Amendment) Bill, 988,
1363.
Pacific Basin Band Festival-Participation ofEltham
High School Concert Band, 890.
Points of Order-Scope of debate, 1936, 1962,2358.
State Finance-Sale of government assets, 167.
Teachers Federation of Victoria-Secondary school
staffing agreement, q 1666, q 2427.
Teaching Service (Amendment) Bill, 987, 1050,2442.
Technical T eacbers U Dion of Victoria-T AFE staffing agreement, q 904, q 1390.
Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration Commission, q 174, q 901.
WorkCare-Ministry of Education costs, q 95.
Rehabilitation measures, 1304.
Cement Industry-Imported cement dumping, 1212,
1214,1302,1303.
Chairman of Committees, The (Mr W. F. Fogarty)

Rulings and StatementsDebate---Unparliamentary expressions, 461, 462.
Scope, 1548. Offensive remarks, 1549. Interjections, 1550.

Rulings and Statements as Deputy SpeakerDebate---Unparliamentary expressions, 1534. Rule
of anticipation, 1596.
Children (See "Community Services-Children" and
.. PreschooJs")
Christmas Felicitation~ 2584.
Cliftoo Hill Shootings (See "Firearms" and "Police
Department-Crime")
Coghill, Or K. A. (Werribee)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2123.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 647.
Education-Expense allowance, q 170. Western
region visiting teacher service, 1372. Hoppers
Crossing Post-Primary School, 2588.
Environment-Ozone layer over Antarctica, 2195.
Equal Opportunity (Amendment) Bill, 203.
Fire-Dangers of petrochemical establishments. 470.
Grievances, 1327.
Hospitals-Federal funding. q 1877. In western
metropolitan region, 2060.
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Coghill, Or K. A.-continued
Liberal Party-Policies, 1327.
Local Government Department-Building inspectors, 2418.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-State Transport
Authority Plan, 1984.
National Party-Policies, 1329.
Planning-Werribee corridor, 1126, 1866.
Points of Order-A vailability of quoted documents,
1894. Scope of debate, 1936,2312.
Police Complaints Authority-Annual report,
q 1992.
Poverty-Government family assistance, q 170.
Quarrying-In Werribee area, 1126, 1866.
Road Construction Authority-Noise attenuation
fencing for Laverton, 1762.
State Finance-Restraints on government expenditure, q 522. Sale of government assets, 658.
State Transport Authority-Sale of railway land, 658.
State Transport Authority plan, 1984.
Tobacco Bill, 1825.
Victoria State Emergency Service Bill, 120.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
647.
Colem~

Mr C. G. (Syndal)
Abattoir and Meat Inspection (Arrangements) Bill,
2220.
Adoption (Amendment) Bill, 2511, 2512.
Agricultural Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 2238.
Alcohol-"Rage without Alcohol" project, q 907.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 1035.
Discotheques-Non-alcoholic venues, 2589.
Education-Westall high and primary schools, 1374.
Turana Youth Training Centre, 1581.
Government-Documentation on Opposition
expenditure requests, 1581.
Handicapped Persons-Funding programs, 2301.
Health (Children's Services) Bill, 2507.
Hospitals-Monash Medical Centre, 472.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2539.
Intellectually Disabled Persons' Services (Amendment) Bill, 2566.
Land (Amendment and Miscellaneous Matters) Bill,
2363.
Land Protection Bill (No. 2),1950, 1974,1977.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 2496, 2497.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill,
2163,2169,2177,2179,2189.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Bus services for
Blackburn Road, 472, 492,1151. Concessions, 472.
Mines (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 2335, 2343,
2347.
Petitions-Blackburn Road bus service, 492, 1151.
Funding programs for handicapped persons, 2301.

Coleman, Mr C.G.-continued
Points of Order-Questions without notice: to relate
to Minister's portfolio, 347; to be directed to
appropriate Minister, 420.
Racing (Further Amendment) Bill, 717.
Road Construction Authority-Springvale Road
bypass, 1482.
State Concessions (Amendment) Bill, 635.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
1035.
COineD I (Victoria)-Tram export contract, 1658.
Community Services VictoriaChildren-SociaJ. Development Committee report on
child pedestrian and bicycle safety, 986. (See also
"Preschools")
Family-Sole parents, 819, 824. Federal assistance
programs, q 980. Marriage breakdown, 1100.
General-Neighbourhood houses, q 273.
Youth- Turana Youth Training Centre, 1581, 1582.

Consenation, Forests and LandsDepartment-Authority of Minister on closure of
public access road, 820. Wode bans on burning-off
operations, q 1387, q 1879.
Lands-Sale of Crown land, q 1388, q 1389, q 1391.
Oearing of Crown land, 1395.
Consumer AJl'airsGeneral-Mode Model Agency, 223, 228. John
Drivers fitness centre, q 274, 287, q 423. Irriflat
irrigation hose, 657,659. Sale of paint spray cans,
823. Bogus publishing companies, 970, 974. Myer
Credit Ltd. 1124, 1129. Electronic supermarket
checkouts, q 1143. Bank charges, 1299, 1303.
BicentenniaJ Great Australian Home Show, 1312,
1316. Fitness clubs, q 1673. Recognition of house
building reporting services, 1760, 1764. House
claddings, 2195. Debt collections, 2288, 2292.
Availability of "war" toys, 2432.
Ministry-Report for the year 1986-87, 1996.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Discounted air tickets:
police investigations, q 482, q 484, q 490, q 603,
q 899, q 901, q 902, q 903, q 905, q 906, q 980,
1075, 1078, 1097, q 1144; freedom of information
requests, q 902, q 905, q 906, q 980, 1075. 1078,
1097; statements of Solicitor-General, q 1144.
Convention Centre Project, q 2429.
Cooper, Mr R. F. (Momington)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2053.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 878.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1740.
Education-Expenditure cuts, 1774.
Geelong Market Site (Amendment) Bill, 2455.

LEGISLA TIVE ASSEMBLY

(9)

Cooper, Mr R. F.-continued

Crabb, Mr S. M.-continued

Grievances, 1093.
Liquor Control Bill, 378.
Loddon-Campaspe Regional Planning Authority
Bill, 766.
Municipalities-Proposed amalgamations, 1982.
Internal boundaries at Maldon, 1982.
Petitions-Police strength in Mornington, 11, 277,
677,909, 1312. Western Port tug fire watch, 492,
831. Somerville intersection improvements, 1068.
Cuts in education spending, 1774.
Planning-French Island, 1093.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 189.
Police Department-Staff for Mornington, 11, 277,
677,909,1312.
Racing (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1910.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 78.
Road Transport Authority-Intersections: Cranbourne Road and McClelland Drive, Langwarrin,
513; Frankston-Flinders Road and Eramosa Road,
Somerville, 1068.
Tobacco Bill, 1843.
Western Port-Tug fire watch, 492, 831.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
878.

Police Department-Investigations of Department
of Labour, 1073.
Prices-Government pegging program, q 6, q 275,
q 346, q 1672.
Public Holidays (Bicentennial Celebrations) Bill,
1111.
Public Service-Second-tier wage increase, q 982.
"Push" Program, q 900.
UnionsBuilders Labourers Federation-Funds, q 1489,
q 1585, q 1588, q 1671. Relations with Libya,
q 1591.

Corrections, Office ofGeneral-Remand centre, 82. Prison facilities, 83,
87,656,817,822, q 1147, q 1307.
Pentridge Prison-K division, q 1991. Overcrowding, 2591, 2592.
Country Fire Authority-Station facilities in City of
Barwon, 2060.
Crabb, Mr S. M. (Knox) (Minister for Labour)
Antang Pty Ltd-Swanston Unit Trust, q 1588.
BLF (De-recognition) (Amendment) Bill, 1397, 1427,
1431, 1445.
Bushftres-Protection, q 1879.
Conservation, Forests and Lands, Department ofWork bans on burning-off operations, q 1879.
Education-Teachers' strike, q 8.
Ethnic Affairs-Migrant Employment Advisory
Unit, q 1063.
Grievances, 1073, 1884.
Labour, Department ofGeneral-Inspectors, 1073. Police investigations,
1073. Director-GeneraJ, 1884.
Industrial Affairs-Strikes, q 8. Disputes, q 826.
Training-Youth Guarantee Scheme, q 2074.
Luna Park-Accident on scenic railway, q 1220,
q 1770.
National Tennis Centre-Industrial disputes, q 826.
Points of Order-A vailability of quoted documents,
1069.

Building Workers Industrial Union-Elections,
q 1489.

General-Second-tier wage increase, q 982.
Crime (See "Police Department-Crime')
Crimes Act-Operation, 596.
Crozier, Mr D. G. (portland)
Corrections, Office of-Prison accommodation,
q 1147.
Education-Student support centres at Hamilton and
Portland, 886.
Firearms-Control, 165.
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 1505, 1554, 2478,2481,
2484,2486,2487,2488,2489.
Police Department-Resources and powers, q 268,
1592. Cell accommodation in police stations,
q 1147. Operating costs, 2192.
Road Traffic Authority-Purchase of computer system, 1212.
Victoria State Emergency Service Bill, 109, 116, 119,

J20.
Victorian Arts Centre (Amendment) Bill, 127.
War Games, q 753.
Culpin, Mr J. A. (Broadmeadows)
Budget for I 987-88-Comparison with other States,
q 1141.
Consumer Affairs-Debt collection, 2288.
Racing-Doubles entries on Caulfield and Melbourne cups, 2420.
State Finance-Restraints on government expenditure, q 520.

Cunningham, Mr D. J. (Derrimut)
Consumer Affairs-Bank charges, 1299.
Luna Park-Accident on scenic railway, q 1770.
Manufacturing Industries-Government initiatives,
q 484.
Petitions-Deer Park school crossing, 526.
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Deaths-Hon. M. 1. Gladman, JP, 479.
Delzoppo, Mr J. E. (Narracan)
Boating-Standards of AI-Safe, Multi-fit life jacket,
741.
Brothels-Planning permits, 610.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Procedures) Bill, The, 772, 775, 776, 777, 778, 779,
780, 781, 784, 785.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Reform)
Bill, The, 2260.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1689.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesMotor vehicle registrations, 1888.
Grievances, 1888.
Irrigation-Water charges, q 1492.
Land Protection Bill (No. 2),1961, 1968,1977.
Magistrates' Court Bill, 1438.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Sale of railway
land, 1395, 1592, 1996.
Petitions-Brothels, 610. Sale of railway land, 1395,
1592,1996.
Points of Order-Questions without notice not to be
debated, 171,345,676,899,902,981, 1142, 1222,
1305, 1306, 1671,2074,2205. Offensive remarks,
523. Scope of debate, 2261, 2278.
River Murray Waters (Amendment) Bill, 2465.
State Finance-Sale of government assets, q 1388,
1395, 1592, 1996.
State Transport Authority-Sale of raih· ay land,
1395,1592, 1996.
Survey Co-ordination (Amendment) Bill, 135,139.
Water-Macedon Water Board, 1127. Increased
charges, q 1492.

Democracy-Westminster system, 146, 217.
"Dial Before You Dja" Bookle~ q 907.

Dickinson, Mr H. R. (South Barwon)
Address-in-Reply, 151.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 931.
Australian Labor Party-Policies, 151.
Dungeons and Dragons Game, 973.
Geelong-F1uoridation, 154. Government expenditure,155.
Geelong Market Site (Amendment) Bill, 2452.
Government-Policies, 151. Record in office, 153.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2557.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1287.
Melbourne Lands Bill, 2461.

Dickinson, Mr H. R.-continued
Police Department-Station facilities in South Barwon, 2060.
Preschools-Modewarre, 2421.
Surf Life Saving Association of Australia-Helicopter operations, 1866.
Water-Fluoridation of Geelong supply, 154.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
931.
Discotheques-Non-alcoholic venues, 2589, 2591.
DistiDauisbed Visitors-Members of House of Commons and House of Lords, 568.
DivisioosAbattoir and Meat Inspection (Arrangements) Bill,
2228.
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2086,
2116,2134,2135.
Agricultural Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 2255,
2256.
BLF (De-recognition) (Amendment) Bill, 1428.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Reform) Bill,
The, 2258, 2284, 2285.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1754, 1756.
Consumer Affairs-Question, "That the report of
the Ministry of Consumer Affairs be printed,"
1997.
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 150 I, 1504, 1544, 2484.
Infenility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2562.
Land Protection Bill (No. 2), 1966,1977.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1238, 1263, 1274, 1289.
Loddon-Campaspe Regional Planning Authority Bill,
771.
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Superannuation
(Amendment) Bill, 1651.
Mines (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 2171.
Racing (Further Amendment) Bill, 736, 739.
Racing (Misc.Llaneous Amendments) Bill. 1920, 1921.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2411.
State Trust Corporatl·)n of Victoria Bill. 694, 707.
Superannuation Schemes (Accident Compensation)
Bill,463.
Survey Co-ordination (Amendment) Bill, 145.
Tobacco Bill, 1796, 1855.
Victoria State Emergency Service Bill, 126.

Divorce-Effect on men, 1100.
Drainage-Nullawarre area, 1098. Flooding in
Mooroolbark, 2064, 2065.
Driver, John-Fitness centre, q 274, 287, q 423.
Druas-Abuse, 469.
Duck Hunting Season, 1224.
"Dungeons and Dragons" Game, 973, 976.
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Economic and Budget Review Committee-Reports
presented: fixed interest security switches, 1396;
relationship between committee and Office of the
Auditor-General, 1496; activities of committee,
1985-87, 2209; accountability requirements for
public hospitals, 2302.
Economy, The-Commonwealth May economic statement, q 92. National debt, 148, 278. Property
market, q 175. Government strategy, 283, q 1668.

Edmunds, Mr C. T. (Pascoe Vale) (See "Speaker, The
(Hon. C. T. Edmunds)")

Educatiolt-

Buildings and Grounds-Replacement school at
Yarrambat, q 423.
Finance-For school cleaning, q 827. Technology
grants, 1054, 1057. Mildura College Lands Fund,
q 1220. Expenditure cuts, 1774.
General-Expense allowance, q 170. Victorian certificate of education, q 171. Oass sizes, q 172,
q 669. School discipline, q 490, q 522, q 2430.
Facilities for Mornington Peninsula, 659. Literacy
and numeracy, q 668. Curricula, q 670. Counselling, guidance and clinical services, q 751. Industrial relations, q 901. Turana Youth Training
Centre, 1581, 1582. Government initiatives,
q 1307, q 1993. Integration aides, 1323,1372,1377,
1867. Victorian Education Foundation, q 1768.
Standards, 2432.
Ministry-Restructure, 83, 89, q 2076, q 2082.
WorkCare costs, q 95. Payment of water rates, 512,
517, 677. Appointments, q 671, q 672. Equal
Opportunity Unit, q 754. Administration, q 829.
Position of chief executive, q 2078.
Post-Secondary-East Gippsland Community College of TAFE, q 275. Western Institute, q 490.
Institute of Early Childhood Development, 515,
517. Franlcston College ofTAFE, 654, 659. Technical and further education, q 827. Lincoln Institute ofHeaJth Sciences, q 1223.
Schools, Post-Primary-Huntingdale High, 97. Proposed amalgamations, 411, 416. Facilities on
Momington Peninsula, 425. High vale, 471. University High, q 489. Wangaratta Technical, 514,
517. Gisborne High Technical, 599, 601. Eltham
High, 887, 891. Chadstone High, 974, 977, 1127,
2196. Staffing, q 1147. Westall High, 1374, 1377.
Hampton High, q 1874. Emerald, 1879. Hoppers
Crossing, 2588.
Schools. Prirnary-Youanmite, 336, 340. Sale, q 827.
Clifton Springs, q 904. Milawa, 1301, 1304.
Westall, 1374, 1377. Croydon Hills, q 1491. West
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Melbourne, 1675. Mulgrave, 2063, 2066. CaulfieJd
North Central, 2083. Findon, 2301.
Students-Austudyallowance, 514, 517. School uniforms, q 522, q 1149. Support centres at Hamilton
and Portland, 886, 890. Per capita expenditure,
q 1222. Work experience, q 1493.
Teachers-Strikes, q 8, q 525. Housing in country
areas, 162, 167, 279. Victorian Teaching Service
Conciliation and Arbitration Commission, q 174,
q 901. T AFE staffing agreement, q 904, q 981,
q 1311, q 1390. Shortages, q 905. Musician teacher
project, 972, 976. On WorkCare rehabilitation,
1301, 1304. Western region visiting teacher service, 1372, 1376. Secondary school staffing agreement, q 1666, q 2427. Mathematics, 2289.
Electoral-Nunawading Province re-election, q 2, q 4,
q 5, q 7, q 94, 159, q 172, 224, 227, 348, 1340.
Alleged bogus media correspondence, 1317. Position of Chief Electoral Officer, 1893, q 2076.

EIectriClll Trades Union (See "Unions")
Employment (See "Labour, Department of-

Employment")
Environment Protection AuthOrity-Noise pollution,
515,517. (See also "Planning and Environment-

Environment")
Equal Opportunity-Employment of women, q 752,
q 754, 1081.

Emst, Mr G. K. (Bellarine)
Bicycles-Report of Social Development Committee, 986.
Education-Proposed Clifton Springs Primary
School, q 904. Government initiatives, q 1993.
School discipline, q 2430.
Geelong Regional Commission-Initiatives, q 488.
National Wool Centre, GeeJong, q 488.
Petitions-Defence force personne~ 2206.
Road Traffic Authority-Driver's licence exemptions for defence force personnel, 2206.
Social Development Committee-Report pre~
sented: child pedestrian and bicycle safety, 986.
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 578. Appointment of members, 579. Sittings, 910. Transcript,
911. Report presented: 1987-88 estimates of
receipts and payments, 1880.
Ethnic AJl'airs-Needs of senior citizens, 287. Exercise
programs, q 831. Migrant Employment Advisory
Unit, q 1063. Greek community, 1895.
Ethnic Communities Council of Victoria-Interpreters
and translators, q 2204.
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Evan~

Mr A. T. (BaJlarat North)
Land Protection Bill (No. 2), 1941, 1912.
Mines (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill. 2326, 2346.
Racing (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1912.
Totalizator Agency Board-Proposed Tabarets,
1759.

Mr B. J. (Gippsland East)
Appropriation (1987 -88, No. 1) Bill, 1011.
Bushfi.res-Protection, q 1387, q 1879.
Conservation, Forests and Lands, Department ofWork bans on burning-off operations, q 1381,
q 1879.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1697.
Firearms-Report on registration system, q 1493.
Grievances, 1081.
Historic Buildings-Former National Bank building, Bairnsdale, 655, 1087.
Land Protection Bill (No. 2),496,1929,1966,1970,
1971,1972, 1974, 1916, 1978, 1980.
Marine Bill, 1783.
Medical Services-Pharmaceutical facilities at bush
nursing hospitals, 425.
Mines (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 2328.
Petitions-Bush nurses, 425.
Points of Order-Matters raised on motions for
adjournment of sittings to relate to government
administration, 656. Call by Chair, 1848. Scope of
debate, 1936. Imputations against honourable
members, 2077.
Road Traffic Authority-Truck load limits, q 830.
State Transport Authority-Proposed interstate
express train, q 1668.
Tobacco Bill, 1850.
Victoria State Emel'lency Service Bill, 123.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
1017.

Fluoridation, 154, 1496.

Fogarty, Mr W. F. (Sunshine)
Living Standards-Erosion, q 668.
(See also "Chairman of Committees, The (Mc W. F.
Fogarty)")

Evan~

Exports-Of Wine, q 903. Government initiatives,
q 1587. East-Asian markets, q 1994.

F

Films-Violence, q 1588.
Fire-Dangers of petrochemical establishments, 410.
Firearms-Control, q 5, q 93, 165, 166, q 272, q 344,
q 483, q 484, q 519, 1151. Amnesty, 85, 88, q 93,
337, 340, q 150, q 1494. Shooters' licences, q 96.
Report on registration system, q 1489, q 1493..
Fitness Clubs-John Driver's fitness centre, q 274, 281,
q 423. Operation of centres, q 1673.

FJoods-Tassel Creek, 412, 417.

Food-Tests on imports, q 487. Irradiation, 1395, 1996,
2084. Pit~ standards, 1865.

Fordham, Mr R. C. (FOOtSCI1lY) (Deputy Premier, and
Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 1110,
2086.
Alcoa of Australia Ltd-Portland smelter, q 1065.
Appropriation (1981-88, No. 1) Bill, 350.
Arts, The-Victorian Rock Foundation, 746. Melbourne Music Festival, 746. Wurundjeri Festival,
821, 1487.
BLF (De-recognition) (Amendment) Bill, 1430.
Building and Construction Industry-Wage
increases, q 2427.
Business and Commerce-Small business, q 269,
q 1771, q 1994. Government regulations, q 348.
Retail tenancy leases, 1051.
Cement Industry-Imported cement dumping. 1303.
Chiropractors and Osteopaths (Amendment) Bill,
198.
Christmas Felicitations, 2584.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Procedures) Bill, The, 776.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Reform)
Bill, The, 2257.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1114.
Convention Centre Project, q 2429.
Corrections, Office of-K division, Pentridge Prison,
q 1991.
Estimates Committee--Sittings, 910. Transcript, 911.
Exports-Of wine, q 903. Government initiatives,
q 1581. East-Asian markets, q 1994.
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 1501,1502.
Fisheries (Abalone) Bill, 2241.
Fishing Industry-Wholesale marketing of fresh fish,
1303.
Gas and Fuel Corporation-Winter energy concessions, q 670.
Geelong Regional Commission-Initiatives, q 488.
Grievance Day, 1775.
Health (Amendment) Bill, 199.
Hovercraft-Port Phillip Bay service, q 2429.
Industry, Technology and ResourcesIndust~Manufacturing: textile, clothing and
footwear, 821; motor vehicle, q 1495. Assistance
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Fordham, Mr R. C.-continued

Fordham, Mr R. C.-continued

to country industries, 826. Cement imports, 1303.
Export markets, q 1587, q 1994.
R~ourc~-Renewable energy resources, q 985. Coal,
q 1064. Report on wholesale marketing of fresh
fish, 1303.
Technology-Computer research, q 1990. Information technology and electronic industries, q 2204.
Joint Sittings of Parliament-Monash University
Council, 1226, 1583. Melbourne University
Council, 1226.
La Trobe University (Amendment) Bill, 1050.
Liquor Control Bill, 1110.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 987, 1114, 1234, 1265,
1266, 1269, 1270, 1272, 1286, 2493, 2494, 2497,
2498,2499,2501.
Li tter Bill, 1641.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill,
2169,2171,2176.
Manufacturing Industries-Textile, clothing and
footwear, 821. Motor vehicle, q 1495.
Melbourne Music Festival, 746.
Melbourne Wholesale Fish Market, 1303.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Operating losses,
q 1989. Railway platfonn shelten, q 1992.
Mines Act-Operation, q 276.
Mines (Amendment) Bill, 351.
Mines (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 350, 2337,
2341, 2342, 2343, 2344, 2345, 2346, 2347, 2350,
2351.
National Wool Centre, Geelong, q 488.
Naval Dockyard-Williamstown, q 828.
Petroleum Products-Country petrol prices, q 174.
Points of Order-Questions without notice: admissibility, 3; to relate to Minister's portfolio, q 272,
q 346. Matters raised on motions for adjournment
of sittings to relate to government administration,
335.
Public Bodies Review Committee-Membership,
678.
Retail Tenancies Act-Proclamation, 1057.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 1775, 1908, 2372,
2410, 2413, 2416.
State Electricity CommissionCharges-Winter energy concessions, q 670. Portland aluminium smelter, q 1065.
General-Debtors, q 1392.
Staff-Alleged facilities provided for engineers,
q 1671.
State Finance-Sale of government assets, q 1393.
State Transport Authority-Operating losses, q 1989.
State Trust Corporation of Victoria Bill, 1644.
Superannuation (Amendment) Bill, 1110.
Superannuation Schemes (Accident Compensation)
Bill,1642.
Swan Hill Pioneer Settlement (Amendment) Bill, 98,
198,504.

Trading Hours-Retail, 821, 1487, q 1772, q 1992.
Universities-Monash, 1226, 1583. Melbourne,
1226.
Victoria State Emergency Service Bill, 1640.
Victorian Government Major Projects Unit-Report
for five monthstolune 1987,2583.
Victorian Relief Committee (Amendment) Bill, 1901.
Victorian Rock Foundation, 746.
Victorian Tourism Commission-Sale of Swan Hill
assets, q 1393.
Wine Industry-Exports, q 903.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
350.
World Expo 88, q 672.
Wurundjeri Festival, 821, 1487.
Freedom or Information Act-Requests for information, q 667. Use of Public Service (Unauthorised
Disclosure) Regulations, q 2295.
Funeral Industry-Report of Mortuary Industry and
Cemeteries Administration Committee, 2434.
G

Gas and Fuel Corporation-Winter energy concessions, q 670.

Garin, Mr P. M. (Coborg)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 806.
Bassinettes-Loan scheme, q 1310.
Business and Commerce-Japanese investment,
q 486.
Manufacturing Industries-Motor vehicle, q 486.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Malvern Centrc:tl
project, q 753.
Points of Order-Scope of debate. 2272.
Road Traffic Authority-Bassinette loan scheme,
q 1310.
WorkCare-Oaims: payment by D E & T Lighting
Pty Ltd, 468.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
806.
World Veterans' Games, q 2429.
Geelong-Govemment expenditure, 155.
Geelong Regional Commission-Initiatives, q 488.

Geriatric Services-Proposed Croydon-Ringwood
Community Nursing Home, 890, 891. Accommodation in Ballarat area, q 1490. Nursing home
centres, q 2074, q 2075, 2193, 2198.
Gleesoo, Mrs E. S. (Thomastown)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 953.
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Gleeson, Mrs E. S.-continued

Gude, Mr P. A.-continued

Economic and Budget Review Committee-Report
presented: relationship between committee and
Office of Auditor-General, 1496.
Education-Ministry WorkCare costs, q 95. Fmdon
Primary School, 2302.
Employment-Statistics, q 1388.
Equal Opportunity (Amendment) Bill, 208.
Grievances, 1320.
Industry-Export markets, q 1994.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1283.
Petitions-School crossing for Findon Primary
School, 2302.
Technology-Government initiatives, 1320.
Women's Business Forum, q 676.
WorkCare-Ministry of Education costs, q 95.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
953.

Consumer Affairs-Bicentennial Great Australian
Home Show, 1312.
Corrections, Office of-Remand centre, 82.
Education-Teachers' strike, q 8. East Gippsland
Community CoUege ofTAFE, q 275.
Electrical Trades Union-Flow-on payments, 82.
Grievances, 1068, 1312, 1880.
Labour, Department ofGeneral-Director-general, 596, 1880. Inspectors,
596, 1068. Police investigations, 596, 1068, 1883.
Alleged fraud, 884,1051, q 1061,1068,1315. Certification procedures for dogmen and crane operators: authorisation documents, 884, 1051, q 1061,
1068, 1315; processing of applications, 1882, 2287.
Manual lifting limit, 969. Reorganisation of
department, 1315. Boilers and pressure vessels:
approvals, 1656; registration fees, 1881. Crane
safety, 1882,2287. Alleged mismanagement, 2589.
Industrial Affairs-Strikes, 10. Building and construction industry, 82.
Liquor and Allied Industries Employees Union of
Australia, Federated-Activities of organiser, 335.
Luna Park-Accident on scenic railway, 1314.
Ministry, The-Alleged misrepresentation by Minister for Consumer Affairs, 471.
Personal Explanations-Answers to questions without notice, 10, 1068.
Points of Order-Admissibility of question without
notice, q 275. Matters raised on motions for
adjournment of sittings to relate to government
administration, 336, 820. Availability of quoted
documents, 1055, 2076, 2078, 2080. Unparliamentary expressions. 1884.
Police Department-Investigations of Department
of Labour, 1068, 1883.
Prices-Government pegging program, 471.
Public Holidays (Bicentennial Celebrations) Bill,
1111.
Public Service-Second-tier wage increase, q 982.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2372, 2413, 2415,
2416.
Superannuation Schemes (Accident Compensation)
Bill, 459.
Trading Hours-Retail, q 607, q 673.
Unions-Second-tier wage increase, q 982.
WorkCare-Liabilities, q 422. Operations, q 1145,
2421.
WorkCare Committee-Establishment, 2574.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
963.

Goyernment-Policies, 151,297. Record in office, 153,
282,292,296,1109. Media unit, 1077. Documentation on Opposition expenditure requests, 1108,
1123, 1581, 1582, 1867, 1869. Initiatives in Bendigo, 1342. Report of Major Projects Unit, 2583.
Government Departments and Instrumentalities-Purchase of building for services in Bendigo region,
409,417. Services in Frankston area, 657. Accommodation in Bendigo, 1057, 1058. Annual reports,
1302, 1304. Motor vehicle registrations, 1888.
Public release of reports, 1996.
GoYernor, His ExceUeacy tk RevereDd Dr Job DaYis

McC •••hey, AC-MotioD for adoption of
Address-in-Reply to Speech on opening ofParliament: debated. 146, 217, 278; presented, 1123,
1225.
Graffiti, 816, 823.

Grain Elevators Board-Charges and costs, 425.
Greensborouah Commercial Centre and Swimming
Pool, 10.
Grieyance Day, 1775.
Grievances, 1068, 1312, 1880.
Grollo Group Pty Ltd-Malvern Central project, 743,
747, q 753.
Gude, Mr P. A. (Hawthorn)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 1233,
1998,2115,2117,2118,2134,2504.
Antang Pty Ltd-Swanston Unit Trust, q 1588.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 963.
Bicentennial Great Australian Home Show, 1312..
BLF (De-recognition) (Amendment) Bill, 1407.
Building and Construction Industry-Industrial
agTeements, 82. Wage increases, q 2427.

H

Handicapped Persons-Telephone aid for hearing
impaired, 338, 340. Disabled sportspersons,
q 1066. Funding programs, 2301.
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Hann, Mr E. J. (Rodney)
Abattoir and Meat Inspection (Arrangements) Bill,
2213.
Abortion, q 1064.
Adoption (Amendment) Bill, 2512.
Animals-Experimentation, 11.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 641, 1171, 1172,
1173,1174,1175,1180,1182,1203.
BLF (De-recognition) (Amendment) Bill, 1397, 1420.
Business and Commerce-Victorian Equity Trust,
q 93.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Reform)
Bill, The, 2260.
Constitution (LegisJative Council) Bill, 1720.
Dairy Industry-Midland Milk Pty Ltd, q 4, q 269,
q 345, q 1770.
Dairy Industry (Amendment) Bill, 2572.
Education-

General- Victorian certificate of education, q 171.
Oass sizes, q 669. Counselling, guidance and clinical services, q 751. Industrial relations, q 901.
Post-Secondary-Lincoln Institute of Health
Sciences, q 1223.

Teachers-Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation
and Arbitration Commission, q 901. TAFE staffing agreement, q 981. Secondary school staffing
agreement, q 1666, q 2427.
Equal Opportunity (Amendment) Bill, 203.
Estimates Committee-Sittings, 910.
Films-Violence. q 1588.
Firearms-Control, q 484.
FIrearms (Amendment) Bill, 1527.
Health (Children's Services) Bill, 2510.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2547.
Irrigation-Northern Victoria, q 1490.
Library Services-Funding. 176.
Lincoln Institute of Health Sciences, q 1223.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Sale of railway
land, 1675.
Midland Milk Pty Ltd-Milk discounting and interstate marketing, q 4, q 269, q 345, Q 1770.
Municipalities-Funding for library services, 176.
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Hann, MrE. J.-continued
Teachers Federation of Victoria-Secondary school
staffing agreement, q 1666. q 2427.
Teaching Service (Amendment) Bill, 2437.
Technical T cachers Union of Victoria-T AFE staffing agreement, q 981.
Victorian Equity Trust-Establishment. q 93.
Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration Commission, q 90 1.
Videos-Violence, Q 1588.
Water-Supply in northern Victoria, q 1490. Charges
for bores, q 2075.
WorkCare-Funds, q 1143.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
641.
"Hansard"-Proceedings expunged from record, 455.

Harrowfield, Mr J. D. (Mitcham)
Address-in-Reply, 282.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 926.
Economy, The-Government strategy, 283.
Education-School uniforms. q 522. Ministry
appointments, q 672.
Government-Record in office, 282.
Hospitals-In Mitcham electorate. 285.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Services in Mitcham electorate, 286.
Municipalities-Grants, q 1393.
Petitions-Tobacco restrictions, 2432.
Police Department-Neighbourhood Watch scheme,
q 2428.
Prices-Government pegging program, q 346.
Social Justice-Government strategy. 285.
State Finance-Commonwealth grants, 284.
Tobacco Products-Restrictions on advertising,
2432.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
926.

Murder for Pleasure Game, q 419.
Petitions-International drug and chemical safety
centre, 11. Sale of railway land, 1675.
Poin ts of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 182. Pairing system, 2562.
Police Department-Clifton Hill shootings, q 484.
Psychologists Registration Bill, 25.
Racing (Further Amendment) Bill, 726, 734.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2397.
Sisters of Mercy (Wodonga Land) Bill, 2522.
State rmance-Saleofgovemment assets, 1675.
State Transport Authority-Oosure of country lines,
q 1385. Sale of railway land, 1675.

Hayward, Mr D. K. (Prahran)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2113.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 1013.
Comeng (Victoria)-Tram. export contract, 1658.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1703.
Economic and Budget Review Committee-Report
presented: activities of committee 1985-87, 2209.
Hovercraft-Port Phillip Bay service, q 2429.
Hovertravel Ltd, 223.
Industry, Technology and Resources-Comeng tram
export contract, 1658.
Liquor Control Bill, 327.
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Hayward, Mr D. K.-continued
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1234, 1239, 1265, 1266,

1268,1288,2494,2495,2497,2498,2500.
Municipalities-Rating systems, 2208.
Naval Dockyard-Williamstown, q 828.
Petitions-Municipal rating systems, 2208.
Port Phillip Bay-Hovercraft venture, 223.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 61, 81.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2395.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
1013.
HealthDiseases-Pelvic inflammatory disease, 160, 165.
AIDS research, q 1873.
General-Chewing tobacco, 163, 165. Box Hill
Community Health Service, q 901. Frankston
Community Health Service, 1325. Health Complaints Advisory Link Line, 1350. Services in
Ballarat area, q 1391.

He1reman, Mr V. P. (Ivanboe)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 1030.

HR), Mn J. M. (Frankston North)
Community Services Victoria-Neighbourhood
houses, q 273.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Services for
Frankston and Mornington Peninsula, q 1065.

Hill, Mr L J. (Warrandyte)
Drainage-Flooding in Mooroolbark, 2064.
Education-Croydon Hills Primary School, q 1491.
Gas and Fuel Corporation-Winter energy concessions, q 670.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Sale of railway
land, 1496,2207,2433.
Petitions-Sale of railway land, 1496, 2207, 2433.
Tobacco restrictions, 2208.
Resources-Renewable energy resources, 985.
State Electricity Commission-Winter energy
concessions, q 670.
State rmance-Sale of government assets, 1496,
2207,2433.
State Transport Authority-Sale of railway land,
1496, 2207, 2433.
Tobacco Products-Restrictions on advertising,
2208.

F'lSbing Industry-Wholesale marketing of fresh fish,

1300.
Grollo Group Pty Ltd-Malvern Central project, 743.
Land-SaIe of Crown land, q 1389, q 1391.
Land Protection Bill (No. 2), 1956.
liquor Control Bill (No. 2),1238, 1261.
Litter Bill, 305, 325.
Loddon-Campaspc Regional Plannina Authority
Bill, 755, 772.
Melbourne Lands Bill, 2462.
Melbourne Wholesale FIsh Market, 1300.
Mental Health Services-Mont Park, 2207.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Sale of railway
land, q 487. Malvern Central project, 743. Property management division, q 1674.
Petitions-Mont Park health reserve, 2207.
Planning-Tip sites in shires of Diamond Valley
and Eltham, 2420.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 43.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2406.
State rmance-Sale of government assets, q 487,
q 1391. Sale of Crown land, q 1389.
Transport, Ministry of-Transport House, q 1877.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,

1030.

Herald and Weekly Times Ltd-Herald card, q 1491,
q 1586.
Heritage Pit~ 1865.

Hirsh, Mrs C. D. (Wantirna)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 943.
Community Services Victoria-Sole parent families, 819.
Consumer AJfairs-Myer Credit Ltd, 1124.
Equal Opportunity-Employment of women, 752.
Food-Irradiation, 1396, 1996, 2084.
Grievances, 1090, 1350, 1885.
Health-Health Complaints Advisory Link Line,
1350.
Home Interest Association of Victoria, 1885.
International Year of Shelter for the HomelessGovernment initiatives, 1090.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Services in eastern suburbs, 271.
Myer Credit Lld, 1124.
Numberplates-Historic, 1223.
Petitions-Food irradiation, 1396, 1996, 2084. Police
protection, 1879.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 47.
Police Department-Increased staffing levels, 1879.
Psychologists Registration Bill, 26.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 42.
Technology-Computer research, q 1990.
Women-Employment opportunities, 752. Government initiatives, q 2296.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) B~
943.
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HIstoric Buildings-Memorial Theatre, Ballarat, 413,
415. Former National Bank: building, Bairnsdale,
655,1087. Capital Theatre, Bendigo, 1981, 1987.
Hockley, Mr G. S. (Bentleigh)
Builders Labourers Federation-Funds, q 1489.
Hospitals-Relocation program, q 1218.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Sandringham rail
services, q 2079.
Police Department-Clifton Hill shootings, q 93.
Home Interest Association of Victoria, 1863, 1870,
1885,2422.
Home Renovation Advisory Service, 1579.
Hospitals-Closures, q I, 526, 677. Amalgamations,
q 1. In Mitcham electorate, 285. Services in eastern suburbs, 412, 415. Monash Medical Centre,
472, q 1062. St George's, 526, 677. Maroondah,
q 608. Relocation program, q 1218. Warragul,
q 1589. Federal funding, q 1877. In western metropolitan region. 2060, 2065. Rosebud, 2062, 2065.
Public waiting lists, 2064, 2066. Report of Economic and Budget Review Committee on
accountability requirements, 2302. Southern Peninsula, 2431.
Housing-

Estates-Ascot Vale, 1106.
General-Availability, 220. Funding for cooperative
societies, 595, 600. Home Renovation Advisory
Service, 1579. Home Interest Association of Victoria, 1863, 1870, 1885, 2422. Public waiting lists,
1898. Emergency and crisis accommodation, 1899.
Home ownership assistance, 1899. In country
areas, q 2430.
Houses and Units-Design, q 1495.
Hovercraft-Port Phillip Bay service, q 2429.
Hovertravel Ltd, 223.

Industry, Technology and ResoorcesDepartment-Appointment of Victorian commissioner in Los Angeles, q 1387.
Industry-m Bendigo, 219. Competitiveness ofVictoria, 278. Manufacturing: government initiatives, q 484; motor vehicle, q 486, q 1495; textile,
clothing and footwear, 819, 886; leather clothing
factory for Bendigo, q 1221; Comeng tram export
contract, 1658. Assistance to country industries,
q 826. Cement, 1212, 1214, 1302, 1303. Export
markets, q 1587, q 1994.

Industry, Technology and Resources-continued
Remurces--Renewable energy resources, q 985. Coal,
q 1064. Report on wholesale marketing of fresh
fish, 1300, 1303.
Technology-Government initiatives, 1320. Computer research, q 1990. Information technology and
electronic industries, q 2204.
Information Victoria Centre-Establishment, q 908.
Insurance-Liquidation ofCyril Stanley Pty Lld, 1482
(See also "Accident Compensation Commission"
and "WorkCare")
International Drug and Chemical Safety Centre, 11.
International Year of Shelter for the Homeless, 294,
1090.
Interpretation of LegislatioD Act-Report of Legal and
Constitutional Committee, 175.
Irriflat Irrigation Hose, 657, 659.
lnigation-Murray-Goulbum irrigation system, 1224.
In northern Victoria, q 1490. Water charges,
q 1492.

J
Jasper, Mr K. S. (Murray Valley)
Abattoir and Meat Inspection (Arrangements) Bill,
2227.
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2092,
2131.
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department ofFunding of Victorian Young Farmers Inc., 1864.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 911.
Bushfires-Firebreaks, 1983.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1744.
Education-Teacher housing, 162. Youanmite
Primary School, 336. Proposed amalgamations of
post-primary schools, 411. Wangaratta Technical
School, 514. Austudy allowance, 514. Technology
grants, 1054. Milawa Primary School, 1301.
WorkCare rehabilitation measures, 1301. Mathematics teachers, 2289.
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 1559.
Housing-Funding for cooperative societies, 595. In
country areas, q 2430.
Interpretation of Legislation Act-Report of Legal
and Constitutional Committee, 175.
Irrigation-Murray-Goulburn system, 1224.
Legal and Constitutional Committee-Report presented: third report on Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984, 175.
Liquor Control Bill, 352, 1267.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1234, 1244, 1265, 1267,
1269,1272,1289,2493,2495,2497,2498,2501.
Manufacturing Industries-Textile, clothing and
footwear, 819, 886. Motor vehicle, q 1495.
Mines Act-Operations, q 276.
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Jasper, Mr K. S.-continued
Mines (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 2330, 2340,
2341,2344,2345,2351.
Municipalities-Road funding, q 1772.
Petitions-Murray-Goulburn irrigation system,
1224.
Petroleum Products-Country petrol prices, q 174.
Police Department-Police stations in Murray Valleyelectorate, 1579.
River Murray Waters (Amendment) Bill, 2470.
Road Construction Authority-Hume Freeway, 971,
q 984, q 1145. Road funding, 971, q 984, q 1772.
Proposed bridge over Nine Mile Creek, Wunghnu,
1210.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2378, 2414, 2416.
State Finance-Sale of government assets, 162, 1758.
State Transport Authority-Wodonga-Melbourne
rail service, 742. Cobram-Melbourne rail service,
742. Sale of railway land, 1758. Hrebreak operations, 1983.
Tobacco Bill, 1836.
Trading Hours-Retail, q 1991, q 2201.
Victorian Young Farmers Inc., 1864.
WorkCare-Rehabilitation measures, 1301.
Works and Services (Ancilliary Provisions No. 2)
Bill, 911.
World Expo 88, q 672.
John, Mr Michael (Bendigo East)
Address-in-Reply, 217.
Associations Incorporation and Business Names
(Amendment) Bill, 2575.
Bendigo Arcade Fire, 1150.
Bendigo Model Railroaders, 407.
Bushfires-Tree poster warnings, 1981.
Business and Commerce-In Bendigo, 219.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Discounted air tickets:
statements of Solicitor-General, q 1144; police
investigations, q 1144.
Courts (Amendment) Bill, 2143.
Crimes (Amendment) Bill, 2515.
Democracy-Westminster system, 217.
Education-Payment of water rates, 512, 677.
Administration, q 829.
Equal Opportunity (Amendment) Bill, 202.
Housing-Availability,220.
Industry-In Bendigo, 219.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2552.
Legal Profession Practice (Professional Indemnity)
Bill, 2516.
Uquor Control Act, 349.
Loddon-Campaspe Regional Planning Authority
Bill, 761.
National Mutual Royal Savings Bank Limited
(Merger) Bill, 1778.

John, Mr Michael-continued
Personal Explanations-Statements in debate, 677,
1150.
Personal Records Bill, 1040.
Petitions-Liquor trading, 349.
Police Department-Staff for Bendigo, 161, 221.
Incidence of crime, 221. Continental Airlines Inc.,
q 1144.
Police (Powers oflnvestigation) Bill, 610.
Property Law (Amendment) Bill, 2513.
Sisters of Mercy (Wodonga Land) Bill, 2522.
State Electricity Commission-Debtors, q 1392.
State Emergency Service-Heathcote unit, 1125.
State Finance-Sale of government assets, 407, 1580.
State Transport Authority-Sale of railway land, 407,
1580.
State Trust Corporation of Victoria Bill, 127, 695,
697,699,700,701,702,703,704,705.
Unemployment-In Bendigo, 218.
Joint Sittings of Parliament-Monash University
Council, 1226,1297,1540,1565, 1582. Melbourne
University Council, 1226.
JollYt Mr R. A. (Doveton) (Treasurer)
Abattoir and Meat Inspection (Arrangements) Bill,
1227,1359,2228.
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 1228,
2116,2117,2118,2126,2503.
Accident Compensation Commission-Annual
report, q 1307, q 1309.
Agricultural Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 988,
1354.2254.
Alcoa of Australia Ltd-Portland Smelter Unit Trust
financial statements and summary of Victorian
taxation, 2434.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 99, 1166.
Auditor-General-Special report on foreign
exchange, q 2199, q 2203, q 2300.
Banks-Withdrawal fees, 1303. State Bank of Victoria, 1396.
Budget for 1987-88-Transfer and other payments,
q 421. Comparison with other States, q 1141.
Business and Commerce-Victorian Equity Trust,
q 9, q 91, q 92, q 93, q 520. Jones Lang Wootton
property report, q 175. Japanese investment, q 486.
Consumer Affairs-Bank charges, 1303.
Crimes (Amendment) Bill, 453.
Dairy Industry-Midland Milk Pty Ltd, q 4, q 1770.
Dairy Industry (Amendment) Bill, 2257,2324.
Economy, The-Property market, q 175. Government strategy, q 1668.
Employment-Statistics, q 1388, q 2426.
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 578.
Appointment of members, 579.
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Jolly, Mr R. A.-continued
Geelong Market Site (Amendment) Bill, 1775, 1902,
2454,2455.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesAnnual reports, 1304.
Hansard-Proceedings expunged from record, 455.
Health-AIDS research, q 1873.
Manufacturing Industries-Motor vehicle, q 486.
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Superannuation
(Amendment) Bill, 527,1650,2502.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Budget allocation,
q 169. Operating losses, q 1994.
Midland Milk Pty Ltd-Milk discounting and interstate marketing, q 4, q 1770.
Patriotic Funds Council of Victoria-Annual report,
1304.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 457. Statement in debate, 2012. A vailability of quoted documents, 2120. Offensive remarks, 2314.
Public Service-Holiday leave loading, q 750.
Rural Finance Bill, 1497.
State Bank of Victoria-Report for 1986-87, 1396.
State Electricity Commission-Foreign exchange
transactions, q 2300.
State Finance-Sale of governments assets, q 171,
q 267. Government borrowings, q 270, q 2199,
q 2203, q 2300. Restraints on government
expenditure, q 520. Share market transactions,
q 1665. Auditor-General's special report on foreign exchange, q 2199, q 2203, q 2300. Portland
Smelter Unit Trust financial statements and summary of Victorian taxation, 2434.
State Transport Authority-Operating losse~ q 1994.
Superannuation (Amendment) Bill, 1645.
Superannuation Schemes (Accident Compensation)
Bill, 215, 462, 465, 466, 467.
TaxationGeneral-State taxes and charges, 2313, q 2425.
Portland Smelter Unit Trust financial statements
and summary of Victorian taxation, 2434.
Land Tax-Assessments, q 1148.
Payroll-Concessions, q 827.
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill, 351, 449,1571,1784,
1791, 1792, 1793, 1794, 1795.
Victorian Equity Trust-Establishment, q 9, q 91,
q 93, q 520. Tax exempt status, q 92.
WorkCare--Liabilities, q 267, q 422. Operation, 414,
q 1140, q 1145. Insurance agents, q 606. Funds,
q 1143. Rehabilitation measures, 1303. Share
market transactions, q 1665, q 1989. Administration, q 1874.
WorkCare Committee-Establishment, 2574.

Jolly, Mr R. A.--continued
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
98, 109, 1166.
K
Kennedy, Mr A. D. (Bendigo West)

Abattoir and Meat Inspection (Arrangements) Bill,
2218.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 872.
Bendigo Arcade Fire, q 1144.
Business and Commerce-Small business, 1666.
Capital Theatre, Bendigo, 1981.
Corrections, Office of-Prison facilities, 83, 656, 817,
q 1307.
Education-Musician-teacher project, 972. Government initiatives, q 1307.
Government-Initiatives in Bendigo, 1342.
Government Departments and Instrumentalities-Accommodation in Bendigo, 409,1057.
Grievances, 1342.
Industry-Assistance to country industries, 826.
Maldon, Shire of-Internal boundaries, 2061.
Manufacturing Industries-Leather clothing factory
for Bendigo, q 1221.
Municipalities-Proposed amalgamations, 2061.
Police Department-Staff and facilities in Bendigo,
83,656,817.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
872.
Kennett, Mr J. G. (Burwood) (Leader of the Opposition)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2128.
Appropriation (1987 -88, No. 1) Bill, 1158.

Auditor-General-Special report on foreign
exchange, q 2202.
Australia Card, q 486, q 749, q 751, q 825.
BLF (De-recognition)(Amendment) Bill, 1397, 1400,
1429,1430, 1441.
Builders Labourers Federation-Funds, q 1585.
Business and Commerce-Victorian Equity Trust,
q91.
Christmas Felicitations, 2586.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Refonn)
Bill, The, 2258, 2285.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1678, 1755.
Consumer Affairs, Ministry of-Report for the year
1986-87, q 1996.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Discounted air tickets:
police investigations, q 603.
Corrections, Office of-K division, Pentridge Prison,
q 1991.
Deaths-Hon. M. J. Gladman, JP, 480.
Education-Ministry restructure, q 2076.
Electoral-Nunawading Province re~lection, q 5,
q 94,1340.
Firearms-Shooters' licences, q 96. Control, q 519.
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Kennett, Mr J. G.-continued
F1rearms (Amendment) Bill, 1502, 1533, 1548.
Freedom of Information Act-Requests for information, q 667. Use of Public Service (Unauthorised Disclosure) Regulations, q 2295.
Funeral Industry-Report of Mortuary Industry and
Cemeteries Administration Committee, 2434.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesPublic release of reports, 1996.
Grievances, 1338.
Hospitals-Oosures, q 1. Amalgamations, q 1.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2534:
liberal Party-Deputy Leader, 1139.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1236, 1251.
Local Government Bill, 1900.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill,
2170.
Members-Appreciation of services of honourable
member for Northcote, 1139.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Sale of railway
land, q 345. Operating losses, q 1989.
Ministry, The-Ministerial responsibility, 1338.
Mortuary Industry and Cemeteries Administration
Committee-Report presented: eighth report on
prepaid funerals, 2434.
Nunawading Province Re-election-Ministerial
responsibility, q 5, q 94, 1340. Statements of
Premier, q 5, q 94.
Petitions-Police powers, 1395. Police strength in
Burwood, 1674.
Points of Order-Motion, "That the Minister for the
Arts be not further heard", 192. Questions without notice: to relate to Minister's portfolio, 272;
prepared answers, 604, 605; not to be debated.
1308, 2203; to relate to government administration, 1590. Offensive remarks, 523,2314. Televising of proceedings, 1386.
Police Department-Resources and powers, q 96,
1395,qI490. Budgetallocation,q 169. Continental Airlines Inc., q 603. Burwood police station,
1660, 1674.
Property and Services, Department of-Administration, 1340.
Public Service-Second-tier wage increase, q 1217.
Racing (Further Amendment) Bill, 731.
State Finance-Sale of government assets, q 345.
Government borrowings, q 2202. Auditor-General's special report on foreign exchange, q 2202.
State Transport Authority-Sale of railway land,
q 345. Operating losses, q 1989.
Survey Co-ordination (Amendment) Bill, 143.
Tobacco Bill, 1797, 1848.
Trading Hours-Retail, q 1669, q 1769.
Transport, Ministry of-Administration, q 1305,
1338.
Unions-Second-tierwage increase, q 1217.

Kennett, Mr J. G.-continued
Victorian Equity Trust-Establishment, q 91.
WorkCare-Operation, q 1140. Share market transactions, q 1665.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
1158.
World Expo 88, q 1385.
Illikwood, Mr C. W. D. (Preston)
FIrearms-Amnesty, q 750.
Funeral Industry-Report of Mortuary Industry and
Cemeteries Administration Committee, 2434.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Tram services for
northern suburbs, q 906.
Mortuary Industry and Cemeteries Administration
Committee-Report presented: eighth report on
prepaid funerals, 2434.
Prices-Governmentpegging program, q 1672.
Social Justice--Government strategy, q 1309.

Rulings a1td Statements as Acting GhairmanDebate-Scope, 1963.
Members-Behaviour in Chamber, 1560.

Rulings a1td Statements as Acting Sp~ak.erDebate-Relevancy of remarks, 46, 189. Availability of quoted documents, 190. Readi.ng of
speeches, 797, 798, 808, 955. Unparliamentary expressions, 1083, 1847. Call by Chair,
1848. Scope, 1936.
L

Labour, Department ofEmployment-Statistics, q 1388, q 2426.
General-Director-general, 596, 1880, 1884. Inspectors, 596, 1068, 1073, 1882. Certi..fication procedures for dogmen and crane operators:
authorisation documents, 884, 1051, q 1061, 1068,
1315; processing of applications, 1882, 2287.
Alleged fraud, 884, 1051, q 1061, 1068, 1315.
Manual lifting limit, 969, 974. Reorganisation,
1315. Boilers and pressure vessels: approvals, 1656;
registration fees, 1881. Crane safety, 1882, 2287.
Alleged mismanagement, 2589.
Industrial Affairs-Strikes, 10. Building and construction industry, 82, q 2427. Disputes, q 825.
Training-Youth Guarantee Scheme, 1323, q 2074.
Unemployment-In Bendigo, 218. Incidence, 278.
Youth, 1332.
Lands (See "Conservation, Forests and Lands-

Lands")

Law Courts-Grand jury proceedings, 86, 1086.
Lea, Mr D. J. (Sandringham)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2124.

LEGISLA TIVE ASS EMB L Y

Lea, Mr D. J.-continued
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill. 572, 1185,1199,
1207.
Black Rock Lifesaving Club, 2061.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1715.
Education-Literacy and numeracy, 668. Per capita
expenditure on students, 1222.
Fair Trading (Amendment) Bill. 684, 693.
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 1563.
La Trobe University (Amendment) Bill, 2474.
Liquor Control Bill, 393.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1268.
Litter Bill, 317.
Melbourne City Council-Leaseholdings in Spencer
Square, 598.
Mines (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 2329.
Personal Explanations, 831.
Points of Order-Reading of speeches, 797, 798,
1338. Answers to questions without notice, 2296.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 40.
Superannuation Schemes (Accident Compensation)
Bill, 457, 461.
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill, 1566.
Teaching Service (Amendment) Bill, 2439.
Victoria State Emergency Service Bill, 124.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
572, 118~ 1199,1207.
Legal and Constitutional Committee-Reports pre-

sented: third report on Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984, 175; ninth report on subordinate
legislation, 678; support services for victims of
crime, 2209; tenth report on subordinate legislation,2302.
Leigh, Mr G. G. (Malvern)

Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 988.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1724.
Education--Chadstone High School, 974, 1127,
2196.
Ethnic Affairs-Migrant Employment Advisory
Unit, q 1063.
Grievances, 1346.
Home Interest Association of Victoria, 1863,2422.
Municipalities-Labor Party policies, 1346.
Oakleigh City Council-Elections, 337. Meeting
facilities, q 524. Labor Party meetings, 1479.
Petitions-Regent Theatre, 11.
Planning-Port Melbourne Bayside Development,
1661.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 46, 1485.
Reading of speeches, 808, 955. Offensive remarks,
955, 1581, 1887. Reflections on honourable members. 1335. Identification and availability of quoted
documents, 1336, 2276. Statements in debate,
1336, 1337, 1888. Reading of newspapers, 1581.
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Leigh, Mr G. G.-continued
Matters raised on motions for adjournment of sitrings to relate to government administration, 1761.
Scope of debate, 2275. Imputation against Federal
member, 2277.
Police Department-Malvern police station, 1375.
Racing-Sponsorship of horse race by V/line, 2590.
Regent Theatre, 11.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 45, 67, 78.
Richmond City Council-Elections, 1146, 1213.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2400.
State Emergency Service-Oakleigh unit, 817.
State Transit Authority-Horseracing sponsorship,
2590.
Superannuation Schemes (Accident Compensation)
Bill, 461.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
988.
Leo Cussen Institute-Report for 1986, 2209.

liberal Party-Policies, 299, 1327, 1333, 1343.
Deputy Leader, 1139.
library Services-Funding, 176,225,492.
IJeberman, Mr L S. (Benambra)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2048.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 948.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Police investigations,
q 484.
Land-ClearingofCrown land., 1395.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1273.
Petitions-Clearing of Crown land., 1395 ..
Points of Order-Availability of quoted documents,
190,2295, 2315. Scope of debate, 508. Rule of
anticipation, 604. Questions without notice not to
be debated., 983.
Police Department-Continental Airlines Inc., 484.
Racing (Further Amendment) Bill, 728.
River Murray Waters (Amendment) Bill, 2469.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2409.
Sisters of Mercy (Wodonga Land) Bill, 2523.
Tobacco Bill, 1830,2447.
Victoria State Emergency Service Bill, 121, 125.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
948.
Uncoln Institute of Health Sciences, q 1223.
Liquor and Allied Industries Employees Union of Australia, Federated (See "Unions")
liquor Control Act, 349.
Litter-Report of Victorian Recycling and Litter
Advisory Committee, 1676.
living Standards-Erosion, 149, q 607, q 668.
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Local Government (See "Municipalities")
Local Government Department-Building inspectors,
2418,2423.

Luna Park-Accident on scenic railway, q 1220, 1314,
q 1770.

M

McCutcheon, Mr Andrew (St Kilda) (Minister for Water
Resources, and Minister for Property and Services)
Bendigo Arcade Fire, q 1144.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Procedures) Bill, The, 351, 445, 774, 775, 777, 778,
779,780, 781, 78~ 783, 784, 785, 786,909.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Reform)
Bill, The, 98, 194.
Drainage-Aooding in Mooroolbark, 2065.
Education-Youanmite Primary School. 340.
Electoral-Nunawading Province re-election, q 2,
q 7, q 173. Position of Chief Electoral Officer,
q.2076.
Aoods-Tassel Creek, 417.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesPurchase of building for services in Bendigo region,
417. Accommodation in Bendigo, 1058.
Information Victoria Centre-Establishment, q 908.
Irrigation-In northern Victoria, q 1490. Water
charges, q 1492.
Land-Sale of Crown land, q 1389, q 1391.
Land (Transaction Information) Bill. 1227, 1360.
Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of WorksRating system, 1131. Pricing policy, 1870.
Nunawading Province R~lection-Legal opinions,
q 2, q 173. Ministerial responsibility, q 7. Statements of Premier, q 7.
Personal Explanations-Statement in debate, 909.
Points of Order-Availability of quoted documents,
2079.
Property and Services, Department of-Proposed
sale of land used by Youanmite Primary School,
340.
River Murray Waters (Amendment) Bill. 1900, 2058,
2471.
Rural Water Commission-Regional offices, 1987.
Position of general manager, q 2082.
State Fmance-Sale of government assets, q 1388.
Sale of Crown land, q 1389, q 1391.
Survey Co-ordination (Amendment) Bill, 137, 139,
144, 1641.
Water-Charges: increases, q 424, q 1492; water-bymeasuresystem,1870; for bores, q 2075. Macedon
Water Board, 1130. Supply in northern Victoria,
q 1490.
Water Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 988, 1120.

McDonald, Mr M. J. (Wbittlesea)
Education-Teachers' strike, q 525.
FIrearms-Amnesty, 1494.
Grain Industry-Freight rates, 828.
Natural Resources and Environment CommitteeReport presented: access to Victoria's parks, 12.
Sale, City of-Administration, 2062.
State Electricity Commission-Alleged facilities
provided for engineers, q 1671.
Whittlesea, Shire of-Development, 1759.

McGrath, Mr J. F. (Warrnambool)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 790.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill. 1729.
Consumer Atfairs-Irriflat irrigation hose, 657.
Deaths-Hon. M. J. Gladman, JP, 481.
Drainage-Nullawarre area, 1098.
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 1564.
Fisheries (Abalone) Bill, 2525.
Geelong Market Site (Amendment) Bill, 2451.
Grievances, 1098.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2530,2566.
Irriflat Irrigation Hose, 657.
Liquor Control Bill, 389.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1284.
Racing (Further Amendment) Bill. 723, 738.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 35, 66, 69,
72, 74, 77.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill. 2391, 2415.
Totalizator Agency Board-Telephone betting service, 473.
Warrnambool, Shire of-Nullawarre drainage area,
1098.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
790.

McGrath, Mr W. D. (Lowan)
Agricultural Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 2245.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 937.
Australian Railways Union-Strikes, q 1390.
Bicycles-Promotion of safety helmets, q 908.
Consumer AJfairs-House c1addings, 2195.
Donald, Shire of-Grants allocations, 1353.
Education-Ministry restructure, 83. Equal Opportunity Unit, q 754. T AFE staffing agreement, q 904.
Equal Opportunity-Employment of women, q 754.
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 1540.
Grain Elevators Board-Charges and costs, 425.
Grain Industry-Freight rates and handling charges,
425, 1298, q 2078.
Grievances, 1352.
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McGrath, Mr W. D.-continued
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2537.
Land Protection Bill (No. 2), 1954, 1964.
Liquor Control Bill, 396.
Litter Bill, 315.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill,
2151,2177,2189,2506.
Marine Bill, 1783.
Melbourne lands Bill, 2460.
MetropoL '.J..n Transit Authority-Sale of railway
land, q 7, q 421,2207. Rail strikes, q 1390. Secondtier wage increase, q 1768.
Ministry, The-Condemnation of Minister for
Transport, 627. Premier's overseas trip, 2298.
Municipalities-Victoria Grants Commission allocations, 1352.
National Party-Policies, 1353.
Petitions-Sale of railway land, 2207.
Points of Order-Motion, "That the Minister for the
Arts be not further heard", 192. Relevancy of
remarles, 2188.
Police Department-Child Protection Unit, q 1591.
Rural Watch scheme, 1760.
Public Service-Second-tier wage increase, q 1768.
Racing (Further Amendment) Bill, 713, 735, 737.
Racing (MisceUaneous Amendments) Bill, 1859,
1917.
Road Construction Authority-Road funding, q 675,
746,832.
Road Safety (Amendment) Bill, 1623, 1639,2502.
Road Traffic Authority-Truck load limits, 746.
Rural Water Commission-Regional offices, 1985.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2405.
Sport and Recreation-Bicentennial program:
regional sports assemblies, 512. Position of Assistant Director-General of Sport and Recreation,
q 1674.
State Finance-Sale of government assets, q 7, q 421,
2207.
State Transport Authority-Sale of railway land, q 7,
q 421, 2207. Grain freight charges, 425, 1298,
q 2078. Transportation of blood and medical supplies, 1052. Alcohol sales on intrastate trains, 1213.
Rail strikes, q 1390. Second-tier wage increase,
q 1768. Level crossing in Warracknabeal, 2287.
Tobacco Bill, 1810,2449.
Tourism-Expansion of industry, 1353.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
937.
McNamara, Mr P. J. (BenaUa)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2032,
2117,2118.
Accident Compensation Commission-Annual
report, q 1309.
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McNamara, Mr P. J.-continued
Address-in-Reply, 156.
Australian Labor Party-Activities of State secretary, q 2295, q 2297.
Aviation-Proposed national museum, 1892.
BLF (De-recognition) (Amendment) Bill, 1412.
Builders Labourers Federation-Funds, q 1672.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Procedures) Bill, The, 782, 784.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Reform)
Bill, The, 2284.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Discounted air tickets:
police investigations, q 490.
Economic and Budget Review Committee-Report
presented: rued interest security switches, 1396.
Electoral-Nunawading Province re-election, 159,
224. Position of Chief Electoral Officer, 1893.
Fair Trading (Amendment) Bill, 687.
Firearms-Control, q 272. Report on registration
system, q 1489.
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 1504, 1513, 1550,2479,
2482,2484,2486,2487,2488,2489.
Grievances, 1892.
Handicapped Persons-Disabled sportspersons,
q 1066.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2541.
Land (Amendment and Miscellaneous Matters) Bill,
2368.
Ltter Bill. 309, 321, 324, 325, 326.
Loddon-Campaspe Regional Planning Authority
Bill, 758, 770.
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Superannuation
(Amendment) Bill, 1649.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Sale of railway
land, 158.
Nunawading Province Re-election-Ministerial
responsibility, 159, 224. Statements of Premier,
159.
Police Department-Incidence of crime, 157. Staff,
157. Powers, 158. Continental Airlines Inc., q 490.
Position of Chief Commissioner of Police, q J 394.
Resources and powers, 1599.
Road Construction Authority-Rest and services
centres on Hume Freeway, 889.
Sport and Recreation-Disabled sportspersons,
q 1066.
State Finance-Sale of government assets, 158.
State Transport Authority-Sale of railway land, 158.
State Trust Corporation of Victoria Bill, 697, 706.
Survey Co-ordination (Amendment) Bill, 139.
Victoria State Emergency Service Bill, 111, 117, 118,
119.
War Games, 157.
WorkCare-Operation of system, 156.
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Maclellan, Mr R. R. C. (Berwick)
Agricultural Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 2251.
Antang Pty Ltd-Swanston Unit Trust, 1576.
BLF (De-recognition) (Amendment) Bill, 1421, 1478.
Builders Labourers Federation-Funds, 1576,
q 1671. Relations with Libya, q 1591.
Building Workers Industrial Union of AustraliaElections, q 1489.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Discounted air tickets:
police investigations, q 901, q 903, q 980, 1078;
freedom of information requests, 1078.
Education-Curricula, q 670.
Electoral-Nunawading Province re-eJection, q 4.
Government-Media unit, 1077.
Grievances, 1077.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2556.
Land (Amendment and Miscellaneous Matters) Bill,
2360,2370.
Liquor Control Bill, 403.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 2496.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill,
2158,2167,2178,2180,2183,2506.
Ministry, The-Premier's overseas trip, q 2073.
Nunawading Province Re-election-Ministerial
responsibility, q 4. Statement of Premier, q 4.
Points of Order-Unparliamentary expressions, 159,
1347, 1884. Availability of quoted documents, 377.
Debating of questions without notice, 605. Imputations against honourable members, 1075, 1886.
Requirement of recommendation for appropriation for Bill, 1478. Identification of quoted document, 1551. Scope of debate, 1962.
Police Department-Continental Airlines Inc., q 90 1,
q 903, q 980, 1078. Staff increases, 1077.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 49, 65,67,
69, 72, 74, 79, 1645.
Survey ~rdination (Amendment) Bill, 141.

Manufacturing Industries-Government trutlatlves,
q 484. Textile, clothing and footwear, 819, 821,
886. Leather clothing factory in Bendigo, q 1221.
(See also "Industry, Technology and Resources-

Industry")

Mathews, Mr C. R. T. (OakJeigh) (Minister for the
Arts, and Minister for Police and Emergency Services)
Amalgamated Metal Workers Union-Picket line at
Abbotsford company, 748.
Arts, The-Memorial Theatre, Ballarat, 415. Spaleto Festival, q 671. Capital Theatre, Bendigo,
1987.
Associations Incorporation and Business Names
(Amendment) Bill, 2286, 2325.

Mathews, Mr C. R. T.-continued
Australian Railways Union-Strikes, 1376.
Aviation-Proposed national museum, q 1995.
Bushfires-Protection, q 1221. Tree poster warnings, 1986.
Capital Theatre, Bendigo, 1987.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Discounted air tickets:
police investigations, q 48j, q 490.
Corrections, Office of-Prison facilities, 87, 822,
q 1147. Overcrowding at Pentridge Prison, 2591.
Courts (Amendment) Bill, 1432, 1575.
Crimes (Amendment) Bill, 2515.
Crimes (Custody and Investigation) Bill, 1227, 1368.
Discotheques-Non-alcoholic venues, 2591.
Education-Turana Youth Training Centre, 1582.
Environment-Airship advertising presence, 1986.
Report of Commissioner for the Environment for
1986-87, 2433.
Exhibition (Amendment) Bill, 527, 630.
Frrearms-Control, q 5, q 93, 166, q 213, q 344,
q 483, q 484, q 519. Amnesty, 88, q 93, 340, q 750,
q 1494. Shooters' licences, q 96. Report on registration system, q 1489, q 1493.
FIrearms (Amendment) Bill, 527, 632, 1545, 2478,
2480,2483,2485,2486,2487,2488,2489,2583.
Legal Profession Practice (Professional Indemnity)
Bill, 1441, 1500.
Leo Cussen Institute-Report for 1986, 2209.
Library Services-Funding, 179.
Magistrates' Court Bill, 1227.
Members-Activities of the Hon. G. R. Crawford,
q 1590.
Memorial Theatre, Ballarat, 415.
Municipalities-Funding for library services, 179.
Murder for Pleasure Game, q 419.
National Mutual Royal Savings Bank Limited
(Merger) Bill, 1757, 1776, 1778.
Neighbourhood Watch Scheme, q 268, q 2428.
Oakleigh City Council-Meeting facilities, q 524.
Points of Order-Motion, "That the Minister for the
Arts be not further heard", 193.
Police Complaints Authority-Annual report,
q 1992.
Police DepartmentCrime-Oifton Hill shootings, q 5, 88, q 93, q 484.
Organised,1375.
Genera/-Resources and powers, q 96, q 268, q 1490,
1606. Neighbourhood Watch scheme, q 268,
q 2428. Continental Airlines Inc., q 483, q 490.
Purchase of computer system, 1215. Child Protection Unit, q 1591. Rural Watch scheme, 1764.
Operating costs, q 2426. Report for 1986-87, 2584.
Staff-For Bendigo, 87, 166. Position ofChiefCommissioner of Police, q 344, q 522, q 668, q 979,
q 1394. Recruitment of women, q 674. Increases,
1058. Positions of senior command, q 1669.

LEGISLA TIVE ASSEMBLY

Mathews, Mr C. R. T.-continued

Stalions-In Essendon electorate, 518. Facilities at
Bendigo, 822. Cell accommodation, q 1447.
Frankston, 1215. In Murray Valley electorate,
1582.
Property Law (Amendment) Bill, 634.
Road Traffic Authority-Purchase of computer systern, 121S.
Sisters of Mercy (Wodonga Land) Bill, 1208, 1233,

2522.
State Emergency Service-Oakleigh unit, 822.
State Trust Corporation of Victoria Bill, 695, 696,

697, 698, 699, 700, 701, 702, 703, 704, 705, 708,
709.
Supreme Court-Report of judges for 1986, 2209.
Victoria State Emergency Service Bill, 113, 118, 119.
Victorian Arts Centre (Debt Transfer) Bill, 755, 854.
War Games, q 753.
Wilco Electrical Pty Ltd, 748.
Women-Recruitment by Police Department, q 674.
Media-Alleged manipulation through bogus correspondence, 1317. (See also "Television and Radio
Services")
Medical Services-Pharmaceutical facilities at bush
nursing hospitals, 425. Proposed register of dog
attacks, 1481, 1486. Consultative Council on
Obstetric and Paediatric Mortality and Morbidity, 2208. Examinations of preschool children,
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Metropolitan Transit Authority-continued
increase, q 1768. Frankston railway station, 1867.
State Transport Authority Plan, 1984, 1985.
Operating losses, q 1989, q 1994. Railway platform shelters, q 1992. Policing services, 2194.
Rail Services-Stoppages, 1373, q 1390. Sandringham, q 2079.
Tram Services-For northern suburbs, q 906.
Micallef, Mr E. J. (Springvale)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2096.
Consumer Affairs-Mode Model Agency, 223.
Exports-Government initiatives, q 1587.
Firearms-Control, q 344.
Hospitals-Monash Medical Centre, q 1062.
Mode Model Agency, 223.
Planning-Resin factory, Springvale, 1577.
Points of Order-Offensive remarks, 1340, 1581.
Imputations against honourable members, 2281.
Availability of quoted documents, 2283.
Road Construction Authority-Capital works in
south-eastem suburbs, q 1149.
Superannuation Schemes (Accident Compensation)
Bill, 460.
WorkCare-Administration, q 1873.
Youth Guarantee Scheme, q 2074.

MeJbourne Music Festival, 743, 746.

Midland Milk Pty Ltd-Milk discounting and interstate marketing, q 4, q 269, 300, q 345, q 984,
q 1770, q 1873.
Mildura College Lands Fund, q 1220.
Mildura College Lands Trust, 491.
Mines Act-Operation, q 276.

Melbourne Wholesale Fish Market, 1300, 1303.

Mini Bikes-Nuisance, 515, 517.

Members-Appreciation of services of honourable
member for Northcote, 1139. Photographs, 1585.
Activities of Hon. G. R. Crawford, q 1590.

Ministry, The-Alleged misrepresentation by Minister for Consumer Affairs, 471. Condemnation of
Minister for Transport, 610. Attomey-General's
administration, 1086. Ministerial responsibility,
1338. Premier's overseas trip, q 1878, q 2073,
q 2075, q 2297.

2431.
MeJbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works-Water
pricing policy, 1128, 1131,1868,1870.

Memorial Theatre, Ballarat, 413, 415.
Mental Health Services-Mont Park, 2207.
Metropolitan Transit AuthorityBus Services-In eastern suburbs, q 271, 286. Blackbum Road, 472, 492,1151.

Mode Model Agency, 223, 228.
Moomba Festival, 290.

Fares-Concessions, 472.
General-Sale of railway land, q 7, 97, 158, q 271,

Mornington Peninsula-Education facilties, 425. Economic and social needs, 2206.

q 343, q 345, q 419, q 421, q 487, q 675, q 754,
1395, 1496,1592, 1675, 1995, q 2080, 2084, 2207,
2433. St Kilda and Port Melbourne light rail services, 164, 165. Budget allocation, q 169. Violence
on trains, 226. Malvern Central project, 743, 747,
q 753. Services for Frankston and Momington
Peninsula, q 1065. Productivity increases, q 1142,
q 1217. Herald card, q 1491, q 1586. Property
management division, q 1674. Second-tier wage

Mortuary Industry and Cemeteries Administration
Committee-Report presented: eighth report on
prepaid funerals, 2434.
Motor Vehicle Industry-Investment, q 486. New car
registrations, q 1495. (See also "Industry, Technology and Resources-Industry")
Municipalities-

Donald-Grant allocations, 1353.
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Municipalities-continued
Eltham-Library, 225.
Finance-For library services, 176, 225, 492. For
roads, q 675, 746, 747, q 830, 832, 1331, 1483,
1486, q 1772, q 1773. Commonwealth-State
agreements, 1330. Victoria Grants Commission
allocations, 1352, q 1393.
Flinders-Government services, 1330.
General-Brothel permits, 1053. Business enterprises, q 1148. Bassinette loan scheme, q 1310.
!..abor Party policies, 1346. Rating system, 1676,
2208. Proposed amalgamations, 1982,2061,2066.
Keilor-Administration, 2290, 2293.
Malvern-City square project, q 1876.
Melbourne-Leaseholders in Spencer Square, 598,
600.
Oakleigh-Elections, 337, 340. Meeting facilities,
q 524. Labor Party meetings, 1479, 1485.
Richmond-Elections, q 1146,1213, 1216, 1347.
Sale-Report of inquiry, 653. Administration, 2062,
2066.
Warrnambool-Nullawarre drainage area, 1098.
Whittlesea-Development, 1759, 1764.
"Murder for Pleasure" Game, q 419.
Myer Credit Ltd, 1124, 1129.
N

Norris, Mr T. R.-continued
liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1279.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill,
2153.
Malvern City Council-City square project, q 1876.
Medical Services-Proposed register of dog attacks,
1481.
Mini Bikes-Nuisance, 515.
National Deafness Awareness Week, 338.
Neighbourhood Watch Scheme, q 268.
Racing (Further Amendment) Bill, 716.
Road Traffic Authority-Articulated vehicle test
course, 161.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2386.
Spoleto Festival, q 671.
Sport and Recreation-Amateur boxing, q 1067.
Technology-Information technology and electronic industries, 2204.
T ohacco Bill, 1840.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
579.
Numberplates-Historic, q 1223.
Nunawading Province Re-election-Legal opinions, q 2,
q 172. Statements of Premier, q 4, q 5, q 7, q 94,
159, 227. Ministerial responsibility, q 4, q 5, q 7,
q 94, 159,224,227,1340. Role of Director of Public Prosecutions, 348.

National Deafness Awareness Week, 338,340.
National Party-Policies, 1329, 1343, 1353.
National Tennis Centre-Construction, 279. Car park.ing, 280. Industrial disputes, q 825~

o
Ombudsmllll-150th Anniversary Secretariat, 1565.
Blue Rock dam, 1566.

National Wool Centre, Geelong. q 488.
Natural Resources and Environment CommitteeReport presented: access to Victoria's parks, 12.
Naval Dockyard-Williamstown, q 828.
Neighbourhood Watch Scheme, q 268, q 2428.
Noms, Mr T. R. (Dandenong)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 579.
Arts, The-Spoleto Festival, q 671.
Community Services Victoria-Marriage breakdown, 1100.
Consumer Affairs-Bogus publishing companies,
970.
Divorce-Effects on men, 1100.
Environment Protection Authority-Noise pollution,515.
Food-Pat~ standards, 1865.
Grievances, 1100.
Handicapped Persons-Telephone aid for hearing
impaired, 338.
Heritage PAte, 1865.
Liquor Control Bill, 364.

P

Pacific Basin Band Festival-Participation of Eltham
High School Concert Band, 887, 891.
Parks-Report of Natural Resources and Environment Committee, 12. National parks in east
Gippsland, q 2202.
Parliament-Broadcasting, televising and photographing of proceedings, 1,91, 1139, 1385, 1489, 1585,
2199. Disruption from gallery, 1386.
Patriotic Funds Council of Victoria-Report presented: 46th annual report, 1302, 1304.
Perrin, Mr D. J. (Bulleen)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2087.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. I) Bill, 562.
Doncaster and Templestowe, City of-Trading hours
during Wurundjeri Festival 815. Road funding,
1483.
ElectoraJ-Alleged bogus media correspondeDce,
1317.
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Perrin, Mr D. J.-continued
Grievances, 1317.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2S44.
Media-Alleged manipulation through bogus correspondence, 1317.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Operating losses,
Q 1994.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 58.
Road Construction Authority-Road funding, 1483.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2403.
Slate Transport Authority-Operating losses, Q 1994.
Superannuation Schemes (Accident Compensation)
Bill, 465.
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill, 1469.
Trading Hours-Retail, 815.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
562.
Wurundjeri Festival, 81S.
Personal Explanations-By MrGude, 10, 1068. By Mr
I. W. Smith, 348. By Mr Williams, 609. By Mr
John, 677, 11S0. By Mr Lea, 831. By Mr
McCutcheon, 909. By Mr Tanner, 1067.
Pescott, Mr Roger (Bennettswood)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2119.
Address-in-Reply, 287.
Alpine Resorts Commission-Administration, 290.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 1002.
Arts, The-Moomba Festival, 290.
Australia-Bicentennial celebrations, 1889.
A viation-Proposed national museum, 1889, Q 1995.
BLF (De-recognition) (Amendment) Bill, ) 445.
Carlton and United Breweries Ltd, 287.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1732.
Consumer Affairs-John Driver's fitness centre, 274,
287, q 423.
Convention Centre Project, Q 2429.
Driver, John-Fitness centre, 274, 287 Q 423.
Ethnic Affairs-Needs of senior citizens, 287.
Fair Trading (Amendment) Bill, 678, 692.
Grievances, 1889.
Moomba Festival, 290.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 62, 6S, 66,
67, 72, 81.
Small Oairns Tribunal-Beer purchase from CUB
Ltd,287.
State Electricity Commission-Debtors, Q 1394.
Swan Hill Pioneer Settlement (Amendment) Bill, 497.
Tourism-Visitor statistics, 289. Alpine resorts, 290.
Government policy, 291.
Trading Hours-Retail, 1771.
Victorian Tourism Commission-Costs, 288, 291.
Administration, 289, 291.
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Pescott, Mr Roger-continued
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
1002.

Petitions-Greensborough commercial centre and
swimming pool, 10. Regent Theatre, 11,276,491.
Police strength in Momington, 11,277,677,909,
1312. International drug and chemical safety
centre, 11. Secondary schools amalgamation, 97.
Sale of government land, 97, 1395, 1496, 1592,
1675,1995,2084,2207,2433. liquor trading, 349.
Education facilities in Mornington Peninsula, 425.
Bush nurses, 425. Mildura College Lands Trust,
491. Western Port tug fire watch, 492, 831. Library
funding, 492. Raised pavements, 526. Deer Park
School crossing, 526. St George's Hospital. 526,
677. Brothels, 610. North Fitzroy railway land,
986. Police powers, 986, 1395. Somerville intersection improvements, 1068. F"trearms licensing
laws, 11S1. Blackburn Road bus service, 11S1.
Ninety Mile Beach eftluent, 1224, 2083. Murray-Goulburn irrigation system, 1224. Duck
hunting season, 1224. Ambulance services on
southern peninsula, 1311. Crown land, 1395. Food
irradiation, 1395, 1996,2084. Fluoridation, 1496.
Police strength in Burwood, 1674. Tobacco
restrictions, 1675, 2083, 2208, 2432. West Melbourne Primary School, 1675. Localgovemment
rating system, 1676, 2208. Cuts in education
spending, 1774. Emerald Post-Primary School,
1879. Police protection, 1879. Caulfield North
Central School, 2083. Defence force personnel,
2206, 2432. Southern Mornington Peninsula, 2206.
Police manpower in Rosebud, 2206. Victoria Police
Force, 2207. Mont Park health reserve, 2207. Boat
fees and moorings, 2301, 2431. Boat ramps, 2301.
Funding programs for handicapped persons, 2301.
School crossing for Findon Primary School, 2301.
Southern Peninsula Hospital, 2431. Medical
examinations of preschool children, 2431. Education standards, 2432. Toy products, 2432.
Petroleum Products-Country petrol prices, q 174.
Planning and Environ.meDtEnvironment-Ozone layer over Antarctica, 339,
1660, 2195. Airship advertising presence, 1984,
1986. Report of Commissioner' for the Environment for 1986-87, 2433.
Planning-Development of North Fitzroy railway
land, 986. Brothel permits, 1053. French Island,
1093. Werribee corridor, 1126, 1866. Resin factory, Springvale, 1577. Port Melbourne Bayside
Development, 1661. Tip sites in shires of Diamond Valley and Eltham, 2420.
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Plowman, Mr S. J. (Evelyn)
Bushftres-Protection, q 1221.
Fisheries (Abalone) Bill, 2523.
Land (Amendment and Miscellaneous Matters) Bill,
2352,2361,2362,2370,2371.
Land Protection Bill (No. 2), 277, 496, 497, 1923,
1965, 1966, 1967, 1968, 1969, 1970, 1972, 1973,
1974,1975,1979.
Points of Order-Debating of questions without
notice, 606. Scope of debate, 2357.
Survey Co-ordination (Amendment) Bill, 141.
Police Complaints Authority-Annual report, q 1992.
PoUce DepartmentCrime-Clifton Hill shootings, q 5, 85, 88, q 93,
q 484. Incidence, 157, 221, 1084. Crimes Act, 596.
Organised, 1371, 1375. Report of Legal and Constitutional Committee on support services for victims of crime, 2209.
General-Resources and powers, q 96, 150, 158,
q 268, 986, 1395, q 1490, 1592. Budget allocation,
q 169. Neighbourhood Watch scheme, q 268,
q 2428. Continental Airlines Inc., q 482, q 484,
q 490, q 603, q 899, q 901, q 902, q 903, q 905,
q 906, q 980, 1075, 1078, 1097, q 1144. Investigations of Department of Labour, 596, 1068, 1073,
1883. Purchase of computer system, 1212, 1215.
Child Protection Unit, q 1591. Rural Watch
scheme, 1760, 1764. Police Complaints Authority,
q 1992. Operating costs, 2192, q 2426. Report for
1986-87,2584.
Sta1f-ForMo~on, 11,277,677,909, 1312. For
Bendigo, 83, 87, 161, 221, 656. For Rosebud, 87,
2206. Numbers, 157, 1879. Position of Chief
Commissioner of Police, q 344, q 521, q 668, q 979,
q 1394. Recruitment, q 674. Increases, 1056, 1058,
q 1067, 1077,2207. Positions of senior command,
q 1669. For Shire of F1inders, 2417.
Stations-In Essendon electorate, 513, 518. In Bendigo, 656, 817, 822. Cell accommodation, q 1147.
Frankston, ]209, ]215, 1867. Malvern, ]375, 1376.
In Murray Valley electorate, 1579, ]582. Burwood, 1660,1674. In City ofBarwon, 2060.
Pope, Mr N. A. (Monbulk)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 794.
Consumer Affairs-Electronic supermarket checkouts, q 1143.
Education-Emerald Post-Primary School, 1879.
Equal Opportunity (Amendment) Bill, 207.
Firearms-Amnesty, 85.
Parks-In east Gippsland, 2202.
Petitions-Emerald Post-Primary School, 1879.
Police Department-Oifton Hill shootings, 85.
Prices-Government pegging program, q 6, q 420.

Pope, Mr N. A.-continued
Supermarkets-Electronic checkouts, q 1143.
Works and Services (Ancilliary Provisions No. 2)
Bill, 794.
Port Ph1lllp Bay-Hovercraft venture, 223.
Poverty-Government family assistance, q 170.
Premier and Cabinet, Department of the-Legal and
Constitutional Committee report on the issue of
Premier's certificates, 2302.
Preschools-Modewarre, 2421. Medical examination
services, 2431.
Prices-Government pegging program, q 6, q 275,
q 346, q 420, 471, q 1672.
Primary IndustrlesDairy-Midland Milk: Pty Ltd, q 4, q 269, 300, q 345,
q 984, q 1770, q 1873.
Egg and Poultry-Report of Public Bodies Review
Committee, 2434.
Fishing-Report of Legal and Constitutional Committee on Fishing (Abalone Licence Fee) Regulations, 678. Wholesale marketing of fresh fish, 1300,

1303.
General-Government rural policies, q 603.
Grain-Freight rates and handling charges, 425,
q 828, 1298, q 1767, q 1773, q 2078. Road transport, 1211,1215.
Meat-Quality of exports, 468. Inspection services,
971.
Timher-Bowater-Scott Ltd agreement, q 1387.
Wine-Grape processing committee report, 492.
Exports, q 903.
Property and Services, Department of-Proposed sale
of land used by Y ouanmite Primary School, 336,
340. Administration, 1340.
Public Bodies Review Committee-Reports presented:
Wine Grape Processing Industry Negotiating
Committee, 492; Poultry Farmer Licensing Committee, Poultry Farmer Licensing Review Committee, and Victorian Egg Marketing Board, 2434.
Membership, 678.
Public Prosecutions, Office of the Director of-Operations, 1084.
Public Service-Holiday leave loading, q 749. Secondtier wage increase, q 982, q 1142, q 1217, q 1768.
Use of credit cards, 1103.
Public Transport (See "Metropolitan Transit Authority" and "State Transport Authority")
Public Works Department-Highvale Primary School,
471.
"Push" Program, q 900.
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Q
Quarrying-In Werribee area, 1126, 1866.

R

Racing-

General-Broadcasting of events. 408,413. Racing
Appeals Tribunal, q 1146. Gift of horse to government, q 1217.
Harness-Turnover statistics, 2419, 2423.
Horse-Doubles entries on Caulfield and Melbourne cups, 2420, 2423. Sponsorship by VjLine,
2590.
Racing Appeals Tribunal, q 1146.

Radio Station 3UZ, 408, 413.
Ramsay, Mr J. H. (Balwyn)
Alcoa of Australia Ltd-Portland smelter, q 1065.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 810.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1694.
Grievances, 1898.
Hansard-Proceedings expunged from record, 455.
Housing-Design of Ministry houses, q 1495. Public waiting lists, 1898. Emergency and crisis
accommodation, 1899. Home ownership assistance,1899.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2560.
Land Protection Bill (No. 2), 1964, 1966, 1969, 1970,
1980.
Liquor Control Bill, 399.
Liner Bill, 322, 323.
Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of WorksWater pricing policy, 1868.
Mines (Amendment) Bill, 351.
Mines (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 2171, 2172,
2339, 2342, 2345, 2346, 2348, 2349, 2350, 2351,
2352.
Points of Order-Availability of quoted documents,
355. Visual display of material, 996. Members to
address Chair, 1002. Questions without notice not
to be debated, 2205. Scope of debate, 2549.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 32,65,68,
71, 73, 74, 76, 80.
State Electricity Commission-Portland aluminium
smelter, q 1065.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
810.
Ray, Mrs M. E. (Box Hill)

Education, Ministry of-Restructure, q 2082.
Firearms-Control, q 5.
Health-Box Hill Community Health Service, q 901.
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Ray, Mrs M. E.-continued
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2533.
Petitions-Raised pavements. 526.
Police Department-Clifton Hill shootings, q 5.
Road Transport Authority-Raised pavements in
roadways, 526.
Timber Industry-Bowater-Scott Ltd agreement,
q 1387.
Regent Theatre, 11,276,491.
Remington, Mr K. H. (Melbourne)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 590.
Auditor-General-Special report on land utilisation,
q 2299.
Builders Labourers Federation-Funds, q 1386.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Reform)
Bill, The, 2274.
Education-West Melbourne Primary School, 1675.
Living Standards-Erosion, q 607.
Petitions-Regent Theatre, 276, 491. West Melbourne Primary School, 1675.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 225.
Regent Theatre, 276,491.
State Finance-Auditor-General's special report on
land utilisation, q 2299.
Tobacco Bill, 1846.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
590.
Retail Tenancies Act-Proclamation, 1053, 1057.
Reynokis, Mr T. C. (Gisbome)
Address-in-Reply, 278.
Boxing Control Board, Professional, q 1310.
Economy, The-National debt, 278.
Education-Teacher housing, 279. Gisborne High
Technical School, 599. Teacher shortages, q 905,
q 1066.
Industry-Competitiveness of Victoria, 278.
Loneries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill,
2144,2178,2182,2188,2190,2505,2506.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Sale of railway
land, 97, 2084.
National Tennis Centre-Construction, 279. Car
parlring, 280.
Petitions-Sale of government land, 97, 2084.
Points of Order-Unparliamentary remark, 2177.
Racing-Turnover statistics, 2419.
Racing (Further Amendment) Bill, 710, 735, 739,
1112.
Racing (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1856,
1919.
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Reynolds, Mt T. C.-continued
Road Construction Authority-Calder Highway,
1210.
Sport and Recreation-Professional Boxing Control
Board, q 1310.
State Fmance-Sale of government assets, 97, 222,
279,281,2084.
State Transport Authority-Sale of railway land, 97,
222,281,2084.
Tobacco Bill, 1820.
Totalizator Agency Board-Annual report for 1987,
2419.
Unemployment-Incidence, 278.
Water-Sunbury supply, 1485.
Richardson, Mr J. I. (Forest Hill)
Address-in-Reply, 296.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 940.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Reform)
Bill, The, 2279.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1737.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Discounted air tickets:
police investigations, q 905, q 906; freedom of
information requests. q 905, q 906.
Education-Disciplinary procedures, q 490.
Electoral-Nunawading Province re-election, q 7.
Government-Record in office, 296. Policies, 297.
HospitalS-St George's, 677.
Liberal Party-Policies, 299.
Medical Services-Examinations for preschool children, 2431.
Nunawading Province Re-election-Ministerial
responsibility, q 7. Statements of Premier, q 7.
Petitions-St George's Hospital, 677. Medical
examinations for preschool children, 2431.
Points of Order-Questions without notice: admissibility, 2; to be addressed to appropriate Minister, 272; not to seek opinions, 1393. Pairing system,
2562.
Police Department-Position of Chief Commissioner of Police, q 521. Continental Airlines Inc.,
q 905, q 906.
Preschools-Medical examinations, 2431.
Road Transport Authority-Drivers' licences,
q 1494.
Swan Hill Pioneer Settlement (Amendment) Bill, 502.
Unions-Role, 298.
WorkCare-Operations, 410.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
940.

Road Construction AuthorityBridges-Nine Mile Creek, Wunghnu, 1210, 1215.
Freeways-Hume, 889,891,971,975, q 984, q 1145.
Peninsula, 1332.

Road Construction Authority-continued

General-Capital works in south-eastern suburbs,
q 1149. Noise attenuation fencing for Laverton,
1762,1763.
Highways-Western: Ballarat bypass, q 489. Calder,
1210,1215.
Roads-Funding, q 675, 746, 747, q 830, 832, 971,
975, q 982, q 984, 1331, 1483, 1486, q 1772. Sprinvale bypass, 1482. Proposed ring road in Frankston,2587.

Road Traffic AuthorityGeneral-Mooroopna office, q 899. Purchase of
computer system, 1212, 1215.
Pedestrian Crossings-School crossings: for Mulgrave Primary School, 2063, 2066; for Findon
Primary School, 2301.
Road Sa/ety-Bassinette loan scheme, q 1310.
Road Traffic-Fairway system for Glenhuntly Road,
84. Intersections: Cranbourne Road and
McClelland Drive, Langwarrin, 513; Frankston-Flinders Road and Eramosa Road, Somerville, 1068. Raised pavements in roadways, 526.
Access to Gatwick estate, Croydon, 598, 600.
Traffic light installation on Nepean Highway, 1332.
Road Vehicles-Articulated vehicle test course, 161,
165. Insurance responsibilities, 657. Load limits
for trucks and buses, 746, 747, q 830, q 1773. Historic numberplates, q 1223. Drivers' licences: proposed confiscation, q 1494; exemptions for defence
force personnel, 2206, 2432.
Roper, Mr T.W. (Brunswick) (Minister for Transport)
Alcohol-URage without Alcohol" project, q 907.
Sales on intrastate trains, 1216.
Auditor-General-Special report on land utilisation,
q 2299.
Australian Railways Union-Strikes, q 1390.
Bassinettes--Loan scheme, q 1310.
Bendigo Model Railroaders, 414.
Boating-Standards of AI-safe, Multi-fit life jacket,
747.
Chiropractors and Osteopaths (Amendment) Bill,
135,2520.
Consultative Council on Obstetric and Paediatric
Mortality and Morbidity-Report for 1985, 2208.
Geriatric Services-Proposed Croydon-Ringwood
Community Nursing Home, 891.
Grain Elevators Board-Charges and costs, 436.
Grain Industry-Freight rates and handling charges,
436, q 829, q 1767, q 1773, q 2078. Road transport, 1215.
Oroll0 Group Pty Lld-Malvern Central project, 747,
q 753.
Health-Pelvic inflammatory disease, 165. Chewing
tobacco, 165. Box Hill Community Health Service, q 901. Services in Ballarat area, q 1391.
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Roper, Mr.T. W.-continued
Health (Amendment) Bill, 135, 2522.
Health (General Amendment) Bill, 2210, 2576.
Herald and Weekly Times Ltd-Herala' card. q 1491,
q 1586.
Hospitals-Services in eastern suburbs, 415.
Maroondah, q 608. Warragul, q 1589. In western
metropolitan region, 2065. Rosebud, 2065. Public
waiting lists, 2066.
Industry, Technology and Resources, Department
of-Appointment of Victorian commissioner in
Los Angeles, q 1387.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
1441,1498,2562,2563,2564.
Marine Bill, 1497, 1779.
Medical Services-Consultative Council on Obstetric and Paediatric Mortality and Morbidity: report
for 1985, 2208.
Melbourne lands Bill, 1775,2140,2463.
Metropolitan Transit AuthorityBus Services-In eastern suburbs, q 271, 286.
General-Sale of railway land, q 7, q 421, q 487,
q 675, q 2299. St Kilda and Port Melbourne light
rail services, 165. Malvern Central project, 747,
q 753. Services for Frankston and Mornington
Peninsula, q 1065. Herald card, q 1491, q 1586.
Property management division, q 1674. Secondtier wage increase, q 1768. State Transport Authority Plan, 1985.
Rail Services-Strikes, q 1390. Sandringham, q 2079.
Ministry, The-Condemnation of Minister for
Transport, 622.
Municipalities-Road funding, 747, q 1772. Truck
load limits, q 1773.
Numberplates-Historic, q 1223.
Points of Order-Identification of quoted document, 851.
Port Authorities (Amendment) Bill, 755, 1040.
Psychologists Registration Bill, 29, 30, 1640.
Public Service-Second-tier wage increase, q 1768.
Road Construction AuthorityBridges-Nine Mile Creek, Wunghnu, 1215.
Freeways-Hume, 891,975, q 984, q 1145.
General-Capital works in south-eastern suburbs,
q 1149. Noise attenuation fencing for Laverton,
1763.
Highways-Western: Ballarat bypass, q 489. Calder,
1215.
Roads-Funding, q 675, 747, q 830,842,975, q 983,
q 984, q 1772.
Road Safety (Amendment) Bill, 755, 855, 1637, 1639,
1640,2501.
Road Traffic AuthorityGeneral-Mooroopna office, q 899.
Pedestrian Crossings-School crossing at Mulgrave
Primary School, 2066.
Road Safety--Bassinette loan scheme, q 1310.
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Roper, Mr T. W.-continued

Road Traffic-Access to Gatwick estate, Croydon,
600.

Road Vehicles-Articulated vehicle test course, 165.
Load limits for trucks and buses, 747, q 830,
q 1773. Historic numberplates, q 1223. Drivers'
licences, q 1494.
Sport and Recreation-Football grand final tickets,
q 1308.
State Finance-Sa1eofgovernmentassets, q 7, q 347,
414, q 421, q 487, q 607, q 675, 1763, q 2299.
Auditor-General's special report on land utilisation, q 2299.
State Transport AuthorityCountry and Interstate Lines-Alcohol sales on
intrastate trains, 1216. Oosure of country lines,
q 1385.
Fares and Freight-For grain, 436, q 829, 1215,
q 1767, q 1773, q 2078. Transportation of blood
and medical supplies, 1058.
General-Sale of railway land, q 7, q 347, 414, q 421,
q 607, 1763, q 2299. Conductors for trains, 600.
Second-tier wage increase, q 1768. Firebreak
operations, 1985. State Transport Authority Plan,
1985. Level crossing in Warracknabeal, 2292.
Rail Services-Cobram-Melbourne,
747.
Wodonga-Melbourne, 747. Strikes, q 1390.
Tobacco Bill, 1228, 1291, 1795, 1797, 1854, 2446,
2448,2449.
Tobacco Products-Chewingtobacco, 165.
Transport, Ministry of-Administration, q 1219. Sale
of football grand final tickets, q 1308. Employment of former director-general, q 1387. Transport House, q 1877.
Ross-Edwards, Mr Peter (Shepparton) (Leader of the
National Party)
Accident Compensation Commission-Annual
report, q 1307.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 548.
BLF (De-recognition) (Amendment) Bill, 1404, 1430,
1444.
Business and Commerce-Victorian Equity Trust,
q 92, q 520, q 1061. Government investments,
q 1061.
Chiropractors and Osteopaths (Amendment) Bill,
2519.
Christmas Felicitations, 2586.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1692, 1755.
Continental Airlines InC.-Discounted air tickets:
police investigations, q 482, q 603, 1075; freedom
of information requests, 1075.
Courts (Amendment) Bill, 2144.
Crimes (Amendment) Bill, 2515.
Deaths-Hon. M. J. Gladman, JP, 480.
Electoral-Nunawading Province re-election, q 2.
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Ross-Edwards, Mr Peter-conlinued
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 1503.
Geriatric Services-Nursing home centres, q 2074.
Grievances, 1075.
Health-AIDS research, q 1873.
Health (Amendment) Bill, 2521.
Herald and Weekly Times Ltd-Herald card. q 1586.
Legal Profession Practice (Professional Indemnity)
Bill,2517.
Liquor Control Bill, 382.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1263, 1271.
Melbourne Lands Bill, 2462.
Members-Appreciation of services of honourable
member for N orthcote, 1140.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Budget allocation,
q 169. Herald card, q 1586.
National Mutual Royal Savings Bank Limited
(Merger) Bill, 1778.
National Tennis Centre-Industrial disputes, q 825.
Nunawading Province Re-election-Legal opinions,
q 2.
Petitions-Police powers, 986. Tobacco restrictions,
1675,2083.
Points of Order-Debating of questions without
notice, 520,1586, 1672,1878,1990. Relevancy of
remarks, 1218.
Police Department-Position of Chief Commissioner of Police, q 344, q 668, q 979. Continental
Airlines Inc., q 482, q 603, 1075. Resources and
powers, 986. Operating costs, q 2426.
Property Law (Amendment) Bill, 2514.
Public Service-Holiday leave loading, q 749.
Racing-Gift of horse to government, q 1217.
Road Traffic Authority-Mooroopna office, q 899.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2402.
State Finance-Sale of government assets, q 267.
State Trust Corporation of Victoria Bill, 131, 695,
696,698,699,701,702,703,705,706.
Superannuation Schemes (Accident Compensation)
Bill, 214, 456.
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill, 1466, 1790, 1794,
1795.
Tobacco Bill, 1798.
Tobacco Products-Restrictions on advertising,
1675,2083.
Victorian Equity Trust-Establishment, q 92, q 520,
q 1061. Tax exempt status, q 92.
WorkCare-Share market transactions, q 1989.
WorkCare Committee-Establishment, 2514.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
548.
Rowe, Mr B. J. (Essendon)
Appropriation (1981-88, No. 1) Bill, 568.
Arts, The-Victorian Rock Foundation, 743. Melbourne Music Festival, 743.

Rowe, Mr B. J.-conlinued
Budget for 1981-88-Report of Estimates Committee, 1880.
Business and Commerce-Victorian Equity Trust,
q 9. Retail tenancy leases, 1053.
Consumer Affairs-Recognition of house building
reporting service, 1760.
Education-Work experience, 1493.
Estimates Committee-Report presented: 1987-88
estimates of receipts and payments, 1880.
Grievances, 1106.
Housing-Ascot Vale estate, 1106. House building
reporting service, 1760.
Melbourne Music Festival, 743.
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Superannuation
(Amendment) Bill, 1650.
Police Department-Stations in Essendon electorate, 513.
Racing (Further Amendment) Bill, 722.
Retail Tenancies Act-Proclamation, 1053.
Surf Life Saving Association of Australia-Funding,
1590.
Victorian Equity Trust-Establishment, q 9.
Victorian Rock Foundation, 143.
Wine Industry-Exports, q 903.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
568.
Rural Water Commission-Regional offices, 1985,
1987. Position of general manager, q 2082.

s
Seitz, Mr George (Keilor)

Alcoa of Australia Ltd-Portland aluminium
smelter, 422.
Education-Western Institute, q 490.
Setches, Mrs K. P. (Ringwood)

Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 861.
Consumer Affairs-Availability of "war" toys, 2433.
Education-T AFE staffing agreement, q 1390. Victorian Education Foundation, q 1168.
Fluoridation, 1496.
Geriatric Services-Proposed Croydon-Ringwood
Community Nursing Home, 890. Nursing home
centres, q 2075,2193.
Hospitals-Services in eastern suburbs, 412.
Maroondah, q 608.
Library Services-Funding, 492.
Municipalities-Funding for library services, 492.
Rating system, 1616.
Petitions-Ubrary funding, 492. Fluoridation, 1496.
Local government rating system, 1676. Toy products, 2433.
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Setches, Mrs K. P.-continued
Road Traffic Authority-Traffic access to Gatwick
estate, Croydon, 598.
Sport and Recreation-Croydon Leisure Centre,
1055.
Tobacco Bill, 1817.
Toys-Availability of "war" toys, 2433.
Victorian Education Foundation-Establishment,
q 1768.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
861.
Sewerage-Ninety Mile Beach effluent, 1224, 2083.
Sbeeban, Mr F. P. (Ballarat South)
Arts, The-Memorial Theatre, Ballarat, 413.
Business and Commerce-Small business, q 1771.
Economic and Budget Review Committee-Report
presented: accountability requirements for public
hospitals, 2302.
Geriatric Services-Accommodation in Ballarat area,
q 1490.
Health-Services in Ballarat area, q 1391.
Home Renovation Advisory Service, 1579.
Hospitals-Report of Economic and Budget Review
Committee on accountability requirements, 2302.
Memorial Theatre, Ballarat, 413.
Road Construction Authority-Western Highway:
Ballarat bypass, q 489. Road funding, q 982.
Sport and Recreation-Country programs, q 173.
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Sibree, Ms P. A.-continued
Education-

Ministry-Appointments, q 671. Position of chief
executive, q 2078.

Post-Secondary-Institute of Early Childhood
Development,-515. Technical and further education, q 827.
Schools. Post-Primary-University High, q 489.
Students-School uniforms, q 1149.
Teachers-Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation
and Arbitration Commission, q 174.
Education (School Council Policies) Bill, 815.
Equal Opportunity (Amendment) Bill, 206.
Hospitals-St George's, 526. Qosures, 526.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2546.
Institute of Early Childhood Development, 515.
La Trobe University (Amendment) Bill, 1050, 1652.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1285.
Litter Bill, 312.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-St Kilda and Port
Melbourne light rail services, 164.
Petitions-St George's Hospital, 526.
Police Department-Continental Airlines Inc., q 902.
State Trust Corporation of Victoria Bill, 132.
Teaching Service (Amendment) Bill, 2435.
Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration Commission, q 174.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
921.

Sbell, Mr H. K. (Geelong)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2107.
Business and C-Ommerce-Government regulations.
q 348.
Cement Industry-Imported cement dumping, 1212.
Deaths-Hon. M. J. Gladman, JP, 482.
Education-C1ass sizes, q 172.
Geelong Market Site (Amendment) Bill, 2453.
Insurance-Of vehicles, 657.
Liquor Control Bill, 375.
Municipalities-Truck load limits, q 1773.
Petitions-Victoria Police Force, 2207.
Police Department-Increased staff levels, 2207.
"Push" Program, q 900.
Racing (Further Amendment) Bill, 720.
Road Traffic Authority-Vehicle insurance, 657.
Truck load limits, q 1773.
Victoria State Emergency Service Bill, 123.

Sidiropoulos, Mr Theodore (Richmond)
Amalgamated Metal Workers Union-Picket line at
Abbotsford company, 744.
Australian Greek Publications Pty Ltd, 1895.
Duck Hunting Season, 1224.
Economy, The--Commonwealth May economic
statement, q 92.
Employment-Statistics, q 2426.
Ethnic Affairs-Greek community, 1895.
Firearms-Control, q 483.
Grievances, 1895.
Petitions-North Fitzroy railway land, 986. Duck
hunting season, 1224.
Planning-Development of North Fitzroy railway
land, 986.
Points of Order-Unparliamentary expression, 1347.
Sport and Recreation-Exercise programs for ethnic
communities, q 831.
Wilco Electrical Pty Ltd, 744.

Sibree, Ms P. A. (Kew)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 921, 1190.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Discounted air tickets:
police investigations, q 902; freedom of information requests, q 902.

Simmonds, Mr J. L. (Reservoir) (Minister for Local
Government)
Business and Commerce-Municipal council enterprises, q 1148.
Dial Be/ore You Dig Booklet, q 907.
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Simmonds, Mr J. L.-continued
Local Government Bill. 1900.
Local Government (Consequential Provisions) Bill.

1775,1906.
Local Government Department-Building inspectors, 2423.
Local Government Bill (No. 2), 1775, 1903.
MunicipalitiesFinance-Grant allocations, q 1393.
General-Business enterprises, q 1148. Proposed
amalgamations, 2066.
Keilor-Administration, 2293.
Maldon-Intemal boundaries, 2066.
Malvern-City square project, q 1876.
Melbourne-Leaseholdings in Spencer Square, 600.
Oakleigh-Elections, 340.
Richmond-Elections, q 1146, 1216.
Sale-Report of inquiry, 653. Administration, 2066.
Whittlesea-Development, 1764.
Points of Order-Matters raised on motions for
adjournment of sittings must relate to government
administration, 225, 818, 1762.
Simpson, Mr J. H. (Niddrie)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 1008.
Electoral-Position of Chief Electoral Officer, q 2076.
Grievances, 1333.
Liberal Party-Policies, 1333.
Points of Order-Reflections on honourable members, 1335, 2077. Availability of quoted documents, 2003.
Prices-Government pegging program, q 275.
Taxation-State taxes and charges, q 981.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
1008.
Small Claims Tribunal-Beer purchases from CUB
Ltd,287.
Smith, Mr E. R. (Glen Waverley)

Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 585, 1178.
BLF (De-recognition) (Amendment) Bill. 1427.
Cape, Professor R., 745.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Procedures) Bill. The, 782, 785, 786.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1706.
Continental Airlines Inc.-Discounted air tickets:
police investigations, q 482.
Corrections, Office of-Overcrowding of prison
facilities, 2591.
Crime-Incidence, 1084.
Crimes Act-Operation, 596.
Education-Highvale Primary School, 471. TAFE
staffing agreement, q 1311. Mulgra ve Primary
School, 2063.

Smith, Mr E. R.-continued
Firearms (Amendment) Bill. 1537,1540.
Grievances, 1084.
Law Courts-Grandjury proceedings, 86, 1086.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Violence on trains,
226. Policing services, 2194.
Ministry, The-Attorney-General's administration,
1086.
Personal Explanations-Nunawading Province reelection, 348.
Police Department-Continental Airlines Inc., q 482.
Resources and powers, 1603.
Public Prosecutions, Office of the Director ofOperation, 1084.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 37.
Road Safety (Amendment) Bill, 1636.
Road Traffic Authority-School crossing at Mulgrave Primary School, 2063.
Survey Co-ordination (Amendment) Bill. 143.
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill, 1570.
Victoria State Emergency Service Bill. 117, 120.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
585.
Smith, Mr I. W. (polwarth)
Abattoir and Meat Inspection (Arrangements) Bill,
2224.
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill. 2118.
Address-in-Reply, 300.
Agricultural Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 2242.
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department ofFunding for Victorian Young Farmers Inc., 2291.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 958.
Conservation, Forests and Lands, Department ofAuthority of Minister on closure of public access
road,820.
Dairy Industry-Midland Milk Pty Ltd, 300, q 1873.
Dairy Industry (Amendment) Bill, 2567.
Electrical Trades Union-Black bans on Lorne
elderly citizens' clubrooms, 1761.
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 1557.
Land Protection Bill (No. 2), 1938.
Meat Industry-Meat inspection services, 971.
Midland Milk Pty Ltd-Milk discounting and interstate marketing, 300, q 1873.
Social Justice-Strategy, 300.
Victorian Young Farmers Inc.-Funding, 2291.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
958.
Social Developmeot Committee-Calibre of member. ship, 295. Report presented: child pedestrian and
bicycle safety, 986.

Social Justice-Government strategy, 147, 285, 300,
q 1309.
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Speaker, The (HOD. C. T. Edmunds)
Auditor-General-Report for 1986-87,1068. Special
reports presented: No. 8 on foreign exchange and
No. 9 on land utilisation, 2084.
BLF (De-recognition) (Amendment) Bill, 1479.
Blue Rock Dam, 1566.
Christmas Felicitations, 2587.
Consumer Affairs, Ministry of-Report for the year
1986-87,1997.
Deaths-Hon. M. J. Gladman, JP, 482.
Debate-Scope, 59, 509, 2259, 2261, 2275, 2278,
2312, 2357,2358,2359,2447,2496,2549. Motion,
"That the Minister for the Arts be not further
heard", 192, 193. Matters raised on motions for
adjournment of sittings: to relate to government
~stration,225,656,817,818,820,1662,1761,

1762; admissibility, 818; scope, 2061; reflection on
honourable member, 2293. Unparliamentary
expressions, 471, 1884. Relevancy of remarks, 506,
2057. Visual display of materials, 997. Identification and availability of quoted documents, 1069,
1336,2315. Interjections, 1074, 1542,2313. Imputations against honourable members, 1075, 1335,
1886. Admissibility of grievance, 1334. Reference
to member of Legislative Council, 1334. Use of
correct titles, 1335, 2312. Statement in debate,
1336. Reading of speeches, 1338. Offensive
remarks, 1340, 1581, 1887, 2314, 2315. Rule of
anticipation, 1341.
Distinguished Visitors-Members of House of
Commons and House of Lords, 568.
Divisions-Pairing system, 2562.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesPublic release of reports, 1997.
Governor, The-Address-in-Reply, 1123, 1225.
Joint Sittings of Parliament-Monash University
Council, 1226, 1540, 1565. Melbourne University
Council, 1226.
Members-Appreciation of services of honourable
member for Northcote, 1139. Reading of newspapers, 1581. Photographs, 1585.
Ombudsman-15Oth Anniversary Secretariat, 1565.
Blue Rock dam, 1566.
Parliament-Broadcasting, televising and photographingofproceedings, 1,91,1139,1385,1489,
1585, 2199. Disruption from gallery, 1386.
Admission to gallery, 1386.
Questions without Notice-Admissibility, 3, 275.
Rule of anticipation, 94, 604, 607, 750, 1874,2201.
Not to be debated, 171, 520, 606, 676, 899, 904,
981, 1142, 1222, 1306, 1308, 1586, 1668, 1671,
1673, 1879, 1990, 2074, 2203, 2205, 2206, 2298.
To be addressed to responsible Minister, 272, 346,
347, 905. Unparliamentary expressions, 273.
Offensive remarks, 523. Reading of answers, 605,
2077. Interjections, 667, 983, 984, 1306, 1308.
Scope, 668. Relevancy of remarks, 1218. Disruption from gallery, 1386. Not to seek opinions, 1393.
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Speaker, The (Hon. C. T. Edmunds)-continued
To relate to government administration, 1590.
Imputations against honourable members, 2077,
2080. Availability of quoted documents, 2079,
2080.
State Ftnance-Auditor-General's special reports: on
foreign exchange, 2084; on land utilisation, 2084.
Universities-Monash, 1226, 1540, 1565. Melbourne, 1226.

Special Broadcasting Service, q 1875.

Spoleto Festival, q 671.
Sport and Recreation-

Department-Position of assistant director-general,
q 1674.

General-Country programs, q 173. Exercise programs for ethnic communities, q 831. Disabled
sportspersons, q 1066. Amateur boxing, q 1067.
Football grand final tickets, q 1308. Professional
Boxing Control Board, q 1310. World Veterans'
Games, q 2429.
Grants and Subsidies-Bicentennial program:
regional sports assemblies, 512, 517. Croydon Leisure Centre, 1055, 1058.

Spyker, Mr P. C. (Mentone) (Minister for Consumer
Affairs, and Minister for Ethnic Affairs)
Adoption (Amendment) Bill, 969, 1044,2512,2513.
Bicentennial Great Australian Home Show, 1316.
Children and Young Persons Bill, 2210, 2577.
Community Services Victoria-Sole parent families, 824.
Consumer Affairs-Mode Model Agency, 228. John
Driver's fitness centre, q 274, q 424. lrriflat irrigation hose, 659. Sale of spray paint cans, 823. Bogus
publishing companies, 974. Myer Credit Ltd, 1129.
Electronic supermarket checkouts, q 1143. Bicentennial Great Australian Home Show, 1316. Fitness clubs, q 1673. Recognition of house building
reporting services, 1764. Debt collections, 2292.
Driver, John-Fitness centre, q 274, q 424.
Environment Protection Authority-Noise pollution, 516.
Ethnic Communities Council of Victoria-Interpreters and translators, q 2204.
Fair Trading (Amendment) Bill, 98, 201, 689, 693.
Graffiti, 823.
Grievances, 1316.
Handicapped Persons-Telephone aid for hearing
impaired, 340.
Health (Children's Services) Bill, 969, 1042,2511.
Home Interest Association of Victoria, 1870.
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Spyker, Mr P. c.-continued
InteUectually Disabled Persons' Services (Amendment) Bill, 1362.
Irriflat Irrigation Hose, 659.
Mini Bikes-Nuisance, 516.
Mode Model Agency, 228.
Myer Credit Ltd, 1129.
National Deafness Awareness Week, 340.
Points of Order-Questions without notice to be
directed to appropriate Minister, q 420. Reflections on honourable members, 1335.
Prices-Government pegging program, q 420.
Special Broadcasting Service, q 1875.
State Concessions (Amendment) Bill, 98, 216, 636.
State Electricity Commission-Debtors, q 1394.
State Ftnance-Sale of government assets, 272.
Supermarkets-Electronic checkouts, q 1143.
Television and Radio Services-Special Broadcasting Service, q 1875.
WorkCare-Rehabilitation measures, 1297.
State Bank of Victoria-Report for 1986-87,1396.
State Electricity CommissionCharges-Winter energy concessions, q 670. Portland aluminium smelter, q 1065.
General-Debtors, Q 1392, q 1394. Foreign exchange
transactions, q 2299.
Staff-Alleged facilities provided for engineers, 1657,
q 1671.
State Emergency Service-Oakleigh unit, 817, 822.
Heathcote unit, 1125.
State Finance-Sale of government assets, q 7, 158,
162, 167,q 171,222,q267,q271,279,281,q 343,
q 345, q 346, 407, 414, q 419, q 421, q 487, q 606,
658, q 675, q 754, q 1388, q 1389, q 1391, q 1392,
1395, 1496,1580, 1592, 1675, 1758, 1763, 1995,
q 2080, 2084, 2207, q 2299, 2433. Government
borrowings, 148, q 270, q 2199, q 2202, q 2205,
q 2299. Commonwealth grants, 284. Restraints on
government expenditure, q 520, q 522, 609. Share
market transactions, q 1665. Auditor-General's
special reports: on foreign exchange, 2084, q 2199,
q 2202, q 2299; on land utilisation, 2084, q 2199,
q 2299. Portland Smelter Unit Trust financial
statements and summary of Victorian taxation,
2434.
State Transport AuthorityCountry and Interstate Lines-Alcohol sales on
intrastate trains, 1213, 1216. Oosure of country
lines, q 1385. Proposed interstate express train,
q 1668.
Fares and Freight-For grain, 425,q 828,1211,1215,
1298, q 1767, q 1773, q 2078. Transportation of
blood and medical supplies, 1052, 1058.
General-Sale of railway land, q 7, 97, 158, 222,
q 271, 281, q 343, q 345, q 346, 407, 414, q 419,

State Transport Authority-continued
q 421, q 487, q 606, 658, 1395, 1496, 1580, 1592,
1675,1758,1763,1995, q 2080, 2084, 2207, 2433.
Conductors for trains, 597, 600. Productivity
increases, q 1142, Q 1217. Second-tier wage
increase, q 1768. FIrebreak operations, 1983, 1986.
State Transport Authority Plan, 1984, 1985.
Operating losses, q 1989, q 1994. Level crossing
in Warracmabeal, 2287, 2292. Horse racing sponsorship, 2590.
Rail Services-Cobram-Melbourne, 742, 747.
Wodonga-Melbourne, 742, 747. Stoppages, 1373,
q 1390.
Statutory Rules-Withdrawal of notice of motion for
disallowance, 350.
Steggall, Mr B. E. H. (Swan Hill)
Abattoir and Meat Inspection (Arrangements) Bill,
2222.
Agricultural Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 2234,
2256.
Appropriation (1987 -88, No. 1) Bill, 636, 1026.
Business and Commerce-Small business, q 1994.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Procedures) Bill, The, 774, 775, 776, 777, 778, 783.
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Reform)
Bill, The, 2271.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1684.
Food-Tests on imports, q 487.
Land Protection Bill (No. 2), 1943.
Loddon-Campaspe Regional Planning Authority
Bill, 763.
Points of Order-Scope of debate, 2261.
River Murray Waters (Amendment) Bill, 2467.
Rural Water Commission-Position of general
manager, q 2082.
State Finance-Sale of government assets, q 606,
q 1392.
State Transport Authority-Sale of railway land,
q 606.
Survey Co-ordination (Amendment) Bill, 136, 138,
144.
Swan Hill Pioneer Settlement (Amendment) Bill, 498.
Victorian Tourism Commission-Sale of Swan Hill
assets, q 1392.
Water-Charge increases, q 424.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
1026.

Stirling, Mr G. F. (Williamstown)
Business and Commerce--Municipal council enterprises, q 1148.
Education-Teachers' strike, q 8.
Municipalities-Business enterprises, q 1148.
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Stirling, Mr G. F.-continued
Police Department-Positions of senior command,
q 1669.
Rulings and Statements as Acting ChairmanDebate-Unparliamentary remarks, 2177.
Stockdale, Mr A. R. (Brighton)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2101.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 527, 1193, 1198.
Auditor-General-Special report on foreign
exchange, q 2199, q 2299.
BLF (De-recognition) (Amendment) Bill, 1414.
Budget for 1987-88-Transfer and other payments,
q 421.
Business and Commerce-Victorian Equity Trust,
q 92.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bi14 1748.
Economy. The-Govemment strategy, q 1668.
Education-Hampton High School, q 1874.
Geelong Market Site (Amendment) Bill, 1903, 2449,
2456.
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Superannuation
(Amendment) Bill, 527,1647, 1651.
National Mutual Royal Savings Bank Limited
(Merger) Bill, 1778.
Points of Order-Questions without notice: rule of
anticipation, 1874; relevancy of answer, 2201.
Reflection on honourable member, 2293. Offensive remarks, 2314.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2408.
State Electricity Commission-Alleged facilities
provided for engineers, 1657. Foreign exchange
transactions, q 2299.
State Finance-Sale of government assets, q 171.
Government borrowings, q 270, Q 2199. Q 2299.
Auditor-General's special report on foreign
exchange, q 2199, q 2299.
Superannuation (Amendment) Bill, 1647.
Superannuation Schemes (Accident Compensation)
Bill, 209, 455, 460,464,466,467.
TaxationCommonwealth-Federal Budget, q 979.
General-State taxes and charges, 2302, q 2425.
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill, 1445, 1574, 1788,
1792, 1793, 1794.
Victorian Equity Trust-Establishment, q 92.
WorkCare-Liabilities, q 267. Insurance agents,
q 606. Rehabilitation measures, 1297. Claims at
John Paul CoUege, Frankston, 2289.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
527.
"Streetwize" Publication, 1578.
Supermarkets-Electronic checkouts, q 1143.
Supreme Court-Report of judges for 1986, 2209.

Surf Life Saving Association of AustraJia-Funding,
q 1590. Helicopter operations, 1866, 1868.

T
Tanner, Mr EM.P. (Caulfteld)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2107,
2121.
Address-in-Reply, 146.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, ll53.
Builders Labourers Federation-Relations with
Libya, 1662, 1757.
Democracy-Westminster system, 146.
Economy, The-National debt, 148.
Education-Caulfield North Central School, 2083.
Environment-Airship advertising presence, 1984.
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 1541.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2560.
Liquor Control Bill, 506.
Living Standards-Erosion, 149.
Personal Explanation-Statement in debate, 1067.
Petitions-Caulfield North Central School, 2083.
Police Department-Powers, 150. Staff increases,
1056, 1067.
Road Traffic Authority-Fairway system for Glenhuntly Road, 84.
Social Justice-Government strategy, 147.
State Finance-Government borrowings, 148.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
1153.

TaxatiooCommonwealth-Federal Budget, q 979.
General-State taxes and charges, q 981, 2302,
q 2425.
Land Tax-Assessments, q 1148.
Payroll Tax-Concessions, q 827.
Teachers Federation of Victoria (See "Unions")
TechnJcal Teachers Union of Victoria (See "Unions")
Television and Radio Semces-Radio station 3UZ,
408,413. Special Broadcasting Service, q 1875.
Tobacco Products-Chewing tobacco, 163, 165.
Restrictions on advertising, 1675, 2083, 2208,
2432.
Toner, Mrs P. T. (Greensborough)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 557.
Education-Facilities in Greensborough, q 423.
Eltham High School, 887.
Egg and Poultry Industry-Report of Public Bodies
Review Committee, 2434.
Eltham City Council-Funding for library services,
225.
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Toner, Mrs P. T.-continued
Equal Opportunity-Employment of women, 1081.

Ftrearms-Amnesty, 337.
Greensborough Commercial Centre and Swimming
PooI,lO.
Grievances, 1081.
Library Services-Funding, 225.
Pacific Basin Band Festival-Participation ofEltham
High School Concert Band, 887.
Petitions-Greensborough commercial centre and
swimming pool, 10.
Police Department-Recruitment of women, q 674.
Public Bodies Review Committee-Reports presented: Wine Grape Processing Industry Negotiating Committee, 492; Poultry Farmer Licensing
Committee, Poultry Farmer Licensing Review
Committee, and Victorian Egg Marketing Board.
2434.
Wine Industry-Grape processing committee report,
492.
Women-Recruitment by Police Department, q 674.
Employment opportunities, 1081.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
557.
Totalizator Agency Board-Telephone betting services, 473. Proposed Tabarets, 1759, 1763. Annual
report for 1987, 2419, 2423.
Tourism-Visitor statistics, 289. Alpine resorts, 290.
Government policy, 291. Expansion of industry,
1353. (See also "Victorian Tourism Commission")
Toys-Availability of "war" toys, 2432.
Trading Boors-Retail, q 607, q 673,815, 821, 1484,
1487,q 1669,q 1769,q 1771,q 1991,q2201.
Transport, Ministry of-Administration, q 1219,
q 1305, 1338, q 1672, q 1771. Sale of football grand
final tickets, q 1308. Employment of former director-general, q 1387. Transport House, q 1877.
Trezise, Mr N. B. (Geelong North) (Minister for Sport
and Recreation)
Bicycles-Promotion of safety helmets, q 908.
Boxing-Amateur, q 1067. Professional Control
Board, q 1310.
Handicapped Persons-Disabled sportspersons,
q 1067.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill,
988, 1046, 2165, 2170, 2177, 2178, 2179, 2180,
2181,2182,2183,2185,2190,2505.
RacingGeneral-Broadcasting of events, 413. Racing
Appeals Tribunal, q 1146.
H amess-Turnover statistics, 2423.
Horse-Doubles entries for Caulfield and Melbourne cups, 2423.

Trezise, Mr N. B.-continued
Racing Appeals Tribunal, q 1146.
Racing (Further Amendment) Bill, 351, 447, 732,
734, 735, 738, 1112.
Racing (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 988, 1045,
1915,1917,1920.
Radio Station 3UZ, 413.
Sport and RecreationDepartment-Position of Assistant DirectorGeneral of Sport and Recreation, q 1674.
General-Country programs, q 173. Exercise programs for ethnic communities, q 831. Disabled
sportspersons, q 1067. Amateur boxing, q 1067.
Professional Boxing Control Board, q 1310. World
Veterans' Games, q 2429.
Grants and Subsidies-Bicentennial program:
regional sports assemblies, 517. Croydon Leisure
Centre, 1058.
Totalizator Agency Board-Telephone betting service, 473. Annual report for 1987, 2423.
World Veterans' Games, q 2429.
U

UnioosAmalgamated Metal Workers Union-Picket line at
Abbotsford company, 744, 748.
Australian Railways Union-Strikes, 1373, 1376;
q 1390.
Builders Labourers Federation-Funds, q 1386,
q 1489, 1576, q 1585, q 1588, 1659, q 1671. Relations with Libya, q 1591, 1662. 1757.
Building Workers Industrial Union of AustraliaElections, q 1489.
Electrical Trades Union-Aow-on payments, 82.
Black bans on Lorne elderly citizens' clubrooms,
1761,1763.
Federated Liquor and Allied Industries Employees
Union ofAustralia-Activities of organiser, 335.
General-Role, 298. Second-tier wage increase,
q 982, q 1142, q 1217.
Teachers Federation of Victoria-Secondary school
staffing agreement, q 1666, q 2427.
Technical Teachers Union of Victoria-T AFE staffing agreement, q 904, q 981, q 1311, q 1390.
Universities-Monash, 1226, 1297, 1540, 1565, 1582.
Melbourne, 1226.
V

Vaoghan, Dr G. M. (Clayton)
Address-in-Reply,292.
Australian Labor Party-Policies, 294.
Community Services Victoria-Federal family
assistance programs, q 980.
Education-Huntingdale High School, 97. Staffing
of post-primary schools, q 1147.
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Vaughan, Or G. M.-continued
Government-Record in office, 292.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,

2551.
International Year of Shelter for the Homeless, 294.
Petitions-Secondary schools amalgamation, 97.
Points of Order-Scope of debate, 2549.
Social Development Committee-Calibre of membership, 295.
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Walsh, Mr R. W. (Albert Park) (Minister for Public
Works, and Minister Assisting the Minister for
Labour)
Labour, Department of-Manual lifting limit, 974.
Alleged fraud, 1061. Certification procedures for
dogmen and crane operators, 1061.
Totalizator Agency Board-Proposed Tabarets.

1763.
Unions-Electrical Trades Union black bans on
Lome elderly citizens' clubrooms, 1763.

Victorian Education Foundation-Establishment,
q 1768.

Vldoriu Equity Trust-Establishment, q 9, q 91, q 92,
q 520, q 1061. Tax exempt status, q 92.
Victorian GoYernmeDt ~r Projects Unit-Report
for five months to June 1987,2583.
VJdorian Recycl.ina aDd Litter Adrisory CommitteeReport presented: Victorian government recycling
and anti-litter program, June 1987, 1676.

War Games, 157, q 753.
Water-Fluoridation, 154, 1496. Charges: increases,
q 424, q 1492; water-by-measure system, 1868,
1870; for bores, q 2075. Macedon Water Board,
1127, 1130. Sunbury supply, 1485. Supply in
northern Victoria, q 1490. (See also "Melbourne
and Metropolitan Board of Works")

Victorian Rod Foudation, 743, 746.
Victorian Teachlaa Senice CondIiadon and Arbitradoa Commission, q 174, q 90 1.
Victorian Tourism Commission-Costs, 288, 291.
Administration, 289, 291. Sale of Swan Hill assets,
q 1392.
Victorian YOUR Farmers Inc.-Funding. 1864, 1868,

2291.
Videos-Violence. q 1588.
W

Wallace, Mr T. W. (Gippsland South)
Appropriation (1987-88. No. 1) Bill. 857.
Consumer Affa.in-Sale of paint spray cans, 816.
Education-saIe Primary School, 827.
Ethnic Communities Council of Victoria-interpreters and translaton, q 2204.
Fair Trading (Amendment) Bill, 683.
Firearms (Amen.dment) Bill, 1536.
Graffiti. 816.
Land (Amendment and Miscellaneous Matters) Bill,

2354.
Land Tax-Assessments. 1148.
Petitions-Ninety Mile Beach effluent, 1224, 2084.
DefenCe force personnel, 2432.
Road Construction Authority-Road funding, 854.
Road Traffic Authority-Driver licence exemptions
for defence force personnel, 2432.
Sewerage-Ninety Mile Beach effluent, 1224,2084.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2408.
Television and Radio Services-Special Broadcasting Service, q 1875.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill.

857.

Weideman, Mr G. G. (Frankston South)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 2154.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 1022.
Australia-Bicentenary celebrations, 2191.
Boating-Use of retro-reftective tape on life jackets
and buoyancy vests, 338.
Chiropractors and Osteopaths (Amendment) Bill,

2518.
Education-Integration aides, 1323,1372,1867.
Government-Documentation on Opposition
expenditure requests, 1183, 1867.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesServices in Frankston area, 657.
Grievances, 1323.
Health-Pelvic inflammatory disease. 160. Frankston Community Health Service, 1325.
Health (Amendment) Bill. 2521.
Hospitals-Public waiting lists, 2064.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,

2526,2566.
Insurance-Liquidation of Cyril StanJey Pty Ltd,

1482.
Labour, Department of-Youth Guarantee Scheme,

1323.
Utter Bill, 320.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Frankston railway
station, 1867.
Police Department-Facilities at Frankston station,

1209,1867.
Psychologists Registration Bill, 23, 30.
Road Construction Authority-Proposed ring road
in Frankston. 2587.
Road Safety (Amendment) Bill, 1633.
Shop Trading (Amendment) Bill, 2388.
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Weideman, Mr G. G.-continued

Streetw;ze Publication, 1578.
Swan Hill Pioneer Settlement (Amendment) Bill, 501.
Tobacco Bill, 1798, 2448,2449.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill.
1022.
Wells, Dr R. J. H. (Dromana)
Agricultural Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 2247.
Ambulance Services-Mornington Peninsula, 888,
1311, 1333.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 866.
Boating-Mooring and boating fees, 2301, 2431.
Ramp facilities, 2301.
Education-Facilities on Momington Peninsula, 425.
Frankston CoUege ofT AFE, 654.
Firearms-Control,1151.
Flinders, Shire of-Government services, 1330.
Aoods-Tassel Creek, 412.
Grievances, 1330.
Hospitals-Rosebud, 2062. Southern Peninsula,
2431.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2553.
Land Protection Bill (No. 2), 1961.
Liquor Control Bill, 369.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1236, 1276.
Mornington Peninsula-Economic and social needs,
2206.
M unicipaIi ties-Common weal tb-State financial
agreements, 1330.
Petitions-Education facilities, Balnarring, 425.
FIrearms licensing laws, 1151. Ambulance services on southern peninsula, 1311. Police manpower in Rosebud, 2206. Defence force personnel,
2206. Boat ramps, 2301. Boat fees and moorings,
2301,2431. Southern Peninsula Hospital, 2431.
Points of Order-Motion, "That the Minister for the
Arts be not further heard", 193.
Police Department-Staff for Rosebud, 87, 2206.
Services in Shire ofFlinders, 2417.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 54.
Road Construction Authority-Road funding, 1331.
Peninsula Freeway, 1332.
Road Traffic Authority-Traffic light installation on
Nepean Highway, 1332.
Unemployment-Youth, 1332.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
866.
Western Port-Tug fire watch, 492, 831.

Whiting. Mr M. S. (Mildura)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 1163.

Whiting, Mr M. S.-continued
Crime-Report of Legal and Constitutional Committee on support services for victims of crime,
2209.
Education-Mildura CoUege Lands Fund, q 1220.
Standards, 2432.
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 1556.
Grain Industry-Road transport, 1211.
La Trobe University (Amendment) Bill, 2472.
Legal and Constitutional Committee-Reports presented: ninth report on subordinate legislation, 678;
support services for victims of crime, 2209; tenth
report on subordinate legislation, 2302.
liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1236.
Mildura CoUege Lands Fund, 492, q 1220.
Petitions-Mildura CoUege Lands Fund, 492. Education standards, 2432.
Points of Order-Disruption from gallery, 1386.
Questions without notice not to be debated, 1667.
Premier and Cabinet, Department of the-Premier's
certificates, 2302.
State Transport Authority-Road transport of grain,
1211.
Statutory Rules-Withdrawal of notice of motion
for disallowance, 350.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
1163.
Wilco Electrical Pty Ltd, 744, 748.
WUkes, Mr F. N. (North cote) (Minister for Housing)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 1153.
Building Control (General Amendment) Bill, 1497,
1612.
Deaths-Hon. M. J. Gladman, JP, 480.
Geriatric Services-Accommodation in Ballarat area,
q 1490.
Housing-Funding for cooperative societies, 600.
Design of Ministry houses, q 1495. In country
areas, q 2430.
litter-Report of Victorian Recycling and Litter
Advisory Committee, 1676.
Litter Bill, 321, 323, 324, 325, 326, 327.
Loddon-Campaspe Regional Planning Authority
Bill,770.
Magistrates' Court Bill, 1432, 1438.
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Superannuation
(Amendment) Bill, 629.
Mines (MisceUaneous Amendments) Bill, 443.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 46.
Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 65, 66, 67,
68,69, 71, 72, 73, 74, 76, 79, 80, 81, 1645.
Subdivision Bill, 1110, 1438.
Victorian Recycling and Litter Advisory Committee-Report presented: Victorian government
recycling and anti-litter program, June 1987, 1676.
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Wilkes, Mr F. N.-continued
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
1153.
Williams, Mr M. T. (Doncaster)
Abattoir and Meat Inspection (Arrangements) Bill,
2219.
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 636, 1168, 1176.
Arts, The-Wurundjeri Festival, 1484.
Brothels-Licensing system, 1053.
Constitution (Legislative Council) Bill, 1734.
Crime-Organised, 1371.
Environment-Ozone layer over Antarctica, 339,
1660.
Government-Documentation on Opposition
expenditure requests, 1108. Record in office, 1109.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesAnnual reports, 1302.
Grievances, 1108.
Infertility (Medical Procedures) (Amendment) Bill,
2542.
La Trobe University (Amendment) Bill, 2474.
Liquor Control Bill, 385.
Liquor Control Bill (No. 2), 1266, 1270, 1281.
Litter Bill, 314, 322, 324.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Bill,
2162.
Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of WorksWater rating system, 1128.
Municipalities-Brothel permits, 1053.
Patriotic Funds Council of Victoria-Report presented: 46th annual report, 1302.
Personal Explanation-Statement in debate, 609.
Planning-Brothel permits, 1053.
Points of Order-Availability of quoted document,
970. Admissibility of grievance, 1334. Reference
to member of Legislative Council, 1334. Use of
correct titles, 1335. Imputation against honourable member, 2080.
Psychologists Registration Bill, 29.

WiUiarns, Mr M. T.-continued
Racing (Further Amendment) Bill, 721.
Racing (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1913.
Road Safety (Amendment) Bill, 1627.
State Finance-Restraints on government expenditure,609.
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill, 1473.
Tobacco Bill, 1853.
Trading Hours-Retail, 1484.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
636.
Wurundjeri Festival, 1484.
Wilson, Mrs J.T.C. (Dandenong North)
Appropriation (1987-88, No. 1) Bill, 916.
Business and Commerce-Small business, q 269.
Consumer Affairs-Fitness clubs, 1673.
Racing Appeals Tribunal-Establishment, 1146.
Taxation-Payroll tax concessions, 827.
Works and Services (Ancillary Provisions No. 2) Bill,
916.
Women-Neighbourhood houses, q 273. Recruitment
by Police Department, q 674. Business forum,
q 676. Employment opportunities, q 752, q 754,
1081. Government initiatives, q 2296.
Women's Business

Foru~ q

676.

WorkCare-Ministry of Education costs, q 95. Operations, 156, 410, 414, q 1140, q 1145, 2421. Liabilities, q 267, q 422. Claims: payment by 0 E & T
Lighting Pty Ltd, 468; John Paul College, Frankston, 2289. Insurance agents, q 606. Funds, q 1143.
Rehabilitation measures, 1297, 1301, 1303, 1304.
Share market transactions, q 1665, q 1989.
Administration, q 1873.
WorkCare Committee-Establishment, 2573.
World Expo 88, q 672, q 1385.
World Veterans' Games, q 2429.
Worundjeri Festival, 815, 821,1484,1487.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
List in numerical order of questions on notice asked and answered in Legislative
Assembly during period covered by this index.

Abbreviations usedfor Ministerial portfolios
Arts
Consumer Affairs
Education
Ethnic Affairs
Housing
Industry, Technology and Resources
Local Government
Police and Emergency Services
Premier
Property and Services
Public Works
Sport and Recreation
Transport
Treasurer
Water Resources

Arts
ConsAffs
Ed
Eth Affs
Hsg
I, T&R
LocGovt
P&ES
Prem
Prop&Servs
PubWks
S&R
Trans
Treas
WR

Qn.
No.

2
3
7
9
14
15
17
19
20
21
22
23
25

Date
Answered

Page

Mr Spyker (Cons Ms)

11.8.87

230

Mr Perrin

Mr Wilkes (Hsg)

11.8.87

230

MrCrozier

Mr Mathews (P cl ES)

13.11.87

2602

MrPenin

Mr Jolly (Treas)

11.8.87

232

Mr Perrin

Mr Walsh (Pub Wb)

11.8.87

233

Mr Pcrrin

Mr Wilkcs (Hs&)

11.8.87

233

MrPerrin

Mr Roper (Trans)

11.8.87

233

MrPerrin

Mr Spyker (Cons A1fs)

12.11.87

2600

MrPenin

Mr Jolly (Treas)

11.8.87

234

Mr Perrin

Mr Mathews (Arts)

13.11.87

2602

MrPcrrin

Mr Mathews (P &. ES)

11.8.87

234

MrPerrin

Mr McCutchcon (WR)

10.11.87

2593

Mr Perrin

Mr Fordham (1, T &. R)

13.11.87

2603

Subject malter

Asked liy

Answered by

Acquisition of Property in
Bulleen
Public Housing in DonC8S1er
and Templestowe
Metropolitan Fire Brigades
Board
Metropolitan Fire Brigades
Superannuation Fund
Public Works Department
Annual Reports
Ministry of Housing Annual
Reports
Ministry of Transport Annual
Reports
Ministry of Consumer Affairs
Annual Reports
Department of Management
and Budget Annual Reports
Ministry for the Arts Annual
Reports
Department of Police and
Emergency Services Annual
Reports
Department
of
Water
Resources Annual Reports
Department of Industry,
Technology and Resources
Annual Reports

MrPerrin
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Questions on Notice-continued

Q1J.

Date
Answered

Page

Mc Mathews (Arts)

11.8.87

235

Mr Perrin

Mr Spyker (Cons Ms)

11.8.87

236

Mc Perrin

Mc Wilkes (Hsg)

10.11.87

2593

Mc Ptowman

Mc Roper (Trans)

Mr Williams

(. Substituted answer see
Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

1.9.87
16.4.87
15.9.87

1423)
1132

Mc Williams

Mc Fordham (1, T &: R)

11.8.87

236

Mc Williams

Mc Roper (Trans)

11.8.87

237

Mc Williams

Mr McCutcheon (WR)

27.10.87

2068

Mr Dickinson
Mr Dickinson
Mr Dickinson
Mr Dickinson
Mc Dickinson

Mr Mathews (P &: ES)
Mr Simmonds (Loc Govt)
Mc Simmonds (Loc Govt)
Mr Mathews (P &. ES)
Mr Cathie (Ed)

11.8.87
11.8.87
11.8.87
11.8.87
11.8.87

238
238
238
239
239

Mr Dickinson
Mr Dickinson

Mr Roper (Trans)
Mr Trezise (S &. R)

11.8.87
11.8.87

240
241

Mc Dickinson

Mr Spyker(Cons Affs)

17.9.87

1136

Mc RockIey

Mc Jolly (Treas)

18.8.87

475

Mr Brown

Mc Spyker (Eth Affs)

8.9.87

893

Mr Brown

Mc Trezise (S &. R)

11.8.87

241

Mr Brown

Mr Walsh (Pub Wks)

18.8.87

475

Mc Brown

Mr Wilkes (Hsg)

11.8.87

242

Mc Brown

Mr McCutcheon (Prop &:

11.8.87

242

No.

Subject maller

Asked by

Answered by

29

Law Department Annual
Reports
Community Services Victoria
Annual Reports
Ministry for Planning and
Environment
Annual
Reports
Compulsory Acquisitions by
RCA, SEC and MMBW
Community Services Victoria
Travel Guidelines
Department of Industry,
Technology and Resources
Travel Guidelines
Women Employed as FIrSt and
Second Division Officers
Water
Resources
Departmental Corporate
Plan
Belmont Police Complex
Optional Dress Beaches
Nudist Activities
Red Light Cameras
Early Retirement and Leave
for Teachers
Streetwize Publication
Sponsoring of Australian Team
at 1986 Commonwealth
Games
Community
Services
Victoria-Funding
of
Organisations
Banning of Draize and LDSO

Mc Perrin

32
33

*34
39

40

47
50

52
54
56
57
58

60
68

71

74

660

Tests
75
76
77
'78
79
80
83

Use of Vehicles by Ethnic
Affairs Commision
Use of Vehicles by Department
of Sport and Recreation
Use of Vehicles by Public
WorksI>epanrnnent
U se of Vehicles by Ministry of
Housing
Use ofVebicles by Department
of Property and Services
Use of Vehicles by Ministry of
Transport
Use of Vehicles by Department of Management and
Budget

Servs)
Mr Brown

Mr Roper (Trans)

12.8.87

261

Mc Brown

Mc Jolly (Treas)

11.8.87

243

(44)

INDEX
Questions on Notice-continued

Qn.
No.
84
88

91

92
94
95
96
97
98
100
101
102
104
107
108
109
110
112
114
122
123

124
125
128
136

141
142
143

Date
Answered

Page

27.10.87

2068

10.9.87

894

1.9.87

660

Mr Mathews (Arts)

11.8.87

244

MrBrown

Mr Roper (Trans)

11.8.87

245

MrBrown

Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

11.8.87

245

MrBrown

Mr Wilkes (Hsg)

11.8.87

246

MrGavin

Mr Spyker (Eth Ms)

11.8.87

246

MrGavin
MrPerrin

Mr Spyker (Eth Airs)
Mr Mathews (P & ES)

11.8.87
11.8.87

247
251

Mr Stockdale
Mr Stockdale
MrGavin

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

18.8.87
6.10.87
11.8.87

476
1378
251

MrBrown
MrBrown
Mr Perrin
Mr A. T. Evans
Mr Perrin

Mr Roper (Trans)
Mr Roper (Trans)
Mr Roper (Trans)
Mr Jolly (Treas)
Mr Spyker (Eth Affs)

11.8.87
11.8.87
11.8.87
18.8.87
1.9.87

252
254
255
477
662

Mr Perrin

Mr Walsh (Pub Wks)

15.9.87

1132

Mr Perrin

Mr Mathews (Arts)

1.9.87

662

Mr Perrin

Mr Jolly (Treas)

10.11.87

2594

Mr Perrin

Mc Roper (Trans)

1.9.87

663

Mc Perrin

Mc Spyker (Cons Affs)

6.10.87

1379

Mr Perrin
MrCooper

Mr Mathews (Arts)
Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

11.8.87
15.9.87

256
1133

Mr Perrin

Mr Roper (Trans)

10.11.87

2594

Mc Perrin
Mr Perrin

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

11.8.87
1.9.87

257
663

Subject maltel

Asked by

Answered by

Use of Vehicles by Ministry for
the Arts
Use of Vehicles by Department of Industry, Technology and Resources
Use of Vehicles by Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands
Use of Vehicles by AttorneyGeneral's Department
Use of Vehicles by Health
Department Victoria
Use of Vehicles by Commun- ,
ity Services Victoria
Use of Vehicles by Ministry for
Planning and Environment
Australian
Citizenship
Certificates
Migrant Intake
Crime Statistics in City of
Doncaster and Templestowe
Early Retirement for Teachers
WorkCare
Crime Statistics in Broadmeadows and Coburg
School Bus Safety
Bus Standards
Food Standards Regulations
Qualifications of Rural Officers
Sale of Properties by Ethnic
A1fairs Commission
Properties Formerly Owned by
Public Works Department
Sale of Properties by AttorneyGeneral's Department
Sale of Properties by Department of Agriculture and
Rural Affairs
Sale of Properties by Health
Department Victoria
Sale of Properties by Community Services Victoria
Justices of the Peace
Consultants Employed by
Community
Services
Victoria
Luminance
Levels
for
Freeways
Duties of Police Officers
Sale of Properties by Department of Management and
Budget

MrBrown

Mr Mathews (Arts)

MrBrown

Mr Fordham (I, T & R)

MrBrown

Mr Cathie (Ed)

MrBrown
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Questions on Notice-continued

Qn.
No.
144
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
164

167
171
173
174
175

177
180
181
185
186
187
188
191
192
198

Date
Answered

Page

Mr Mathews (Arts)

27.10.87

2069

Mr Perrin

Mr McCutcheon (WR)

10.11.87

2595

MrBrown
MrJohn
Mr Reynolds

Mr Roper (Trans)
Mr Mathews (P & ES)
Mr Roper (Trans)

11.8.87
12.8.87
11.8.87

258
264
259

Mr Dickinson
Mr Crozier
Mr Dickinson

Mr Wilkes (Hsg)
Revised Answer
Mr Mathews (P & ES)
Mr Mathews (P & ES)

11.8.87
27.10.87
10.9.87
6.10.87

260
2069
896
1379

MrPlowman
MrPlowman
MrPlowman
Mr Stockdale

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

10.11.87
1.9.87
27.10.87
13.11.87

2598
665
2070
2604

Mr Stockdale

Mr Walsh (Pub Wks)

6.10.87

1379

Mr Stockdale

Mr McCutcheon (WR)

6.10.87

1378

Mr Stockdale

Mr Mathews (Arts)

15.9.87

1134

Mr Stockdale

Mr Spyker (Cons Affs)

15.9.87

1135

Mr Stockdale

Mr Cathie (Ed)

27.10.87

2071

Mr Stockdale

Mr Wilkes (Hsg)

10.11.87

2598

Mr Gude

Mr Cain (Prem)

6.10.87

1380

Mr Gude
Mr Dickinson

Mr Mathews (P & ES)
Mr Wilkes (Hsg)

6.10.87
12.11.87

1380
2600

Mr Dickinson

Mr Mathews (P & ES)

10.11.87

2598

Mr Dickinson
Mr Dickinson
Mr Dickinson
Mr Dickinson
Mr Plowman

Mr Cain (Prem)
Mr Mathews (P & ES)
Mr Jolly (Treas)
Mr Roper (Trans)
Mr Roper (Trans)

6.10.87
13.11.87
27.10.87
27.10.87
6.10.87

1382
2604
2071
2071
1382

Subject matter

Asked by

Answered by

Sale of Properties by Ministry
for the Arts
Sale of Properties by Department of Water Resources
Motorcycle Accidents
Crime in Bendigo District
Passenger Services on Bendigo
Line
Ministry of Housing Homes in
GeelongfBarwon Region
Portable Fire Extinguishers
Road Fatalities in Geelong
Province
Softwood Planting
Blasting of Rip
Softwood Planting
Joint Ventures of Ministry for
Police and Emergency
Services
Joint Ventures of Public Works
Department
Joint Ventures of Department
of Water Resources
Joint Ventures of AttorneyGeneral's Department
Joint Ventures of Community
Services Victoria
Joint Ventures of Department
of Conservation, Forests and
Lands
Joint Ventures of Ministry for
Planning and Environment
Payment of Government
Accounts
Police Most Wanted Persons
Spot Purchase Housing
Program
Thefts and Burglaries in
Victoria
Government Chauffeurs
Traffic Infringement Notices
Tattersalls Consultations
Road Accidents in Victoria
Blasting at Port Phillip Heads

Mr Perrin

